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Treason doth never prosper, what's 
the reason? For if it prosper, none dare call 
it treason. 

— Sir Arthur Harrington (1561-1610) 


Treason against the United States 
shall consist only in levying war against 
them, or in adhering to their enemies, 
giving them aid and comfort. 

— U.S. Constitution 
Article 3, Section 3, Clause 1 
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Chapter I 


INTRODUCTION 


Ever since November 1986, the nation’s 
mass communications media have been 
bombarding the American people with stories 
concerning President Ronald Reagan’s 
involvement in the Iran-Contra affair. The 
obvious purpose of such tactics is to try to force 
Reagan, who was re-elected by a landslide in 
1984, either to resign or be so surrounded by 
advisers as to be virtually powerless. 

While the media have been so busy bashing 
President Reagan, and hearings and 
investigations drag on, just what is really going 
on in this country? 

What group is now in control of U.S. 
foreign policy, and how dangerous is that 
foreign policy to the very survival of the United 
States of America as a sovereign nation? 

In one of the last articles written by novelist 
Taylor Caldwell, she signed off with the 
following statement: 

“ ..many of us still dare to protest and will 
continue to do so while God gives us breath. To 
be effective we know we must direct our attacks 
on the real criminals, the wealthy and powerful 


and the secret elite of the world — the 
conspirators laboring day and night to enslave 
us. 


“Even our own government is now their 
victim. For it is the conspiratorial elite who 
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choose our rulers, nominate them and remove 
them by assassination or smear. 

“I have fought these enemies of liberty in 
every book I have written. But too few have 
listened to me, as too few have listened to 
others who have warned of the conspirators. 

“The hour is late. Americans must soon 
listen and act — or endure the black night of 
slavery that is worse than death.” 

What is the nature of this conspiracy about 
which Taylor Caldwell warned? How does it 
operate? 


* * * * * 


Seven years ago, then-private citizen 
Ronald Reagan campaigned for President with 
the promise of restoring America to a position 
of strength and respect inthe world. Voters were 
told that a new Reagan Administration would 
rebuild America’s military power and move 
U.S. foreign policy away from detente and 
accommodation. The failed doctrine of 
containing Communism would be replaced with 
a commitment to roll back Soviet imperialism. 
The American people liked what they heard and 
elected Ronald Reagan to the highest office in 
the land. 

Yet the promised realignment of U.S. 
foreign policy has failed to materialize. In its 
place has been a return to detente and 
accommodation with the Kremlin. Gone is the 
talk of the Soviet Union as an “evil empire” (as 
Reagan originally termed it) intent on achieving 
global domination. Now the White House 
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appears to be more concerned about “warming” 
relations with Moscow and preserving hopes for 
a summit meeting. 

In case after case, the Reagan 
Administration’s rhetoric has not been 
accompanied by parallel action. Behind each 
betrayal lies a concerted campaign by the U.S. 
State Department to scuttle policies based on 
the national security of the United States and to 
promote a return to detente and 
accommodation. 

James T. Hackett, editor of the Heritage 
Foundation’s monthly National Security 
Record, has outlined some major examples of 
State Department perfidy: 


e The State Department has consistently 
opposed meaningful assistance to the Afghan 
freedom fighters. 

e The State Department supports the 
Communist regime in Mozambique and would 
give it military and economic aid against non- 
Communist freedom fighters in the country. 


e The State Department opposes the sale of 
defense items to the Republic of China 
(Taiwan), thus trying to accommodate Peking’s 
desire to absorb the Republic of China. 

e The State Department plays down the 
significance of Soviet arms-control violations. 


© The State Department supports a return 
to detente every day in every way, even though 
this would give Moscow a free hand to spread 
Communism around the world. 

According to Hackett: 
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“The Secretary of State sets the tone for 
the whole place. And Secretary Shultz and 
some of his senior staff, whether career or non- 
career, have been cast in the mold of the 
‘Eastern Establishment,’ which has for the last 
forty years, through Republican and 
Democratic administrations, pursued the idea 
of getting along with the Communist world.” 
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Chapter II 


WHAT IS THE C.F.R.? 


An increasing number of Americans are 
becoming aware that America is run by a mere 
handful of powerful individuals. The Council 
on Foreign Relations (CFR), located at 58 East 
68th Street, New York City, N.Y., 10021, is the 
most identifiable seat of Establishment power. 

The Council on Foreign Relations was 
founded in 1921 by internationalists bitterly 
disappointed when the U.S. could not be 
maneuvered into joining the League of Nations, 
an early attempt at creating a World 
Government. The CFR founders included such 
figures of international financial intrigue as J.P. 
Morgan, John D. Rockefeller, Paul Warburg, 
Edward M. House, Jacob Schiff, and Otto 
Kahn. 

The CFR has since its founding 
propagandized for a One World government in 
which U.S. sovereignty would be reduced and 
then eliminated. On February 17, 1950, the 
CFR’s James Warburg told a Committee of the 
U.S. Senate: “We shall have World 
Government whether or not you like it — by 
conquest or consent.” 

In his 1979 book With No Apologies, 
Senator Barry Goldwater stated that “the 
Council on Foreign Relations and its ancillary 
elitist groups are indifferent to Communism. 
They have no ideological anchors. In their 


22 WHY NOT CALL IT TREASON? 


pursuit ofa New World Order they are prepared 
to deal without prejudice with a Communist 
state, a socialist state, a democratic state, 
monarchy, oligarchy — it’s all the same to 
them. 

In a PBS special broadcast in 1980, CFR 
member Bill Moyers described David 
Rockefeller as “the unelected if indisputable 
chairman of the American Establishment.” 
Moyers then went on to state: 

“David Rockefeller is the most 
conspicuous representative today of the ruling 
class, a multinational fraternity of men who 
shape the globaleconomy and manage the flow 
of its capital. Rockefeller was born to it, and he 
has made the most of it. But what some critics 
see as a vast international conspiracy, he 
considers a circumstance of life and just 
another day’s work.” 

In his syndicated column of February 13, 
1986, John F. McManus put it this way: 

“A powerful clique of internationalists — 
a conspiracy if you will — controls much of 
what happens in the United States and 
throughout the world. Far from being directed 
from Moscow, this elite Western-based force 
manipulates attitudes, eventsand governments 
in such a way as to bring about a one-world 
state. The goal, as we see it, is absolute power 
over the entire planet. 

“Assisting Communist dictators both to 
acquire and to maintain control over various 
nations is completely consistent with the 
designs of the cabal. 
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“Much of what is wrong for America but 
right for the one-worlders emanates from the 
privately run, membership-by-invitation-only 
Council on Foreign Relations in New York 
City.” 

In the fall of 1985 David Rockefeller 
stepped down as chairman of the CFR after 
what John McCloy called “44 years of close and 
active association with the Council.” 
Rockefeller remains as chairman of the 
Trilateral Commission and can be expected to 
continue exerting considerable influence on the 
U.S. government and its policies. 

The CFR’s most recent Annual Report 
(1985-1986) lists 2,427 members, comprising the 
top leaders of business and banking, academic 
scholars and administrators, the legal 
profession, tax-exempt foundations, the news 
media, the military, and the government. 

(The list of CFR members, which was 
contained in its 1985-1986 Annual 
Report, appears at the back of this book.) 

As of 1987 the president of the Council on 
Foreign Relations is Peter Tarnoff who was a 
special assistant to Ambassador Henry Cabot 
Lodge and Secretaries of State Cyrus R. Vance 
and Edmund S. Muskie. 

The current chairman of the CFR, picked 
by the Board of Directors to succeed David 
Rockefeller, is Peter G. Peterson. As Nixon’s 
Secretary of Commerce, Peterson negotiated 
pacts designed to triple U.S.-Soviet trade, allow 
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the Communists to pay back only $722 million 
of their $11 billion World War Il Lend-Lease 
debt to the United States, and open up 40 
American ports to Soviet ships. 

For more than a decade, the Council on 
Foreign Relations has been the recipient of so 
much criticism that it has been compelled to 
respond. Official and unofficial spokesmen 
have sounded a common theme: The Council is 
merely “a study group”; it “never takes a 
position”; it invites to its platforms “different, 
even conflicting views.” 

Providing a platform for a Communist 
works in his favor, supplying him with 
legitimacy, conveying the idea that a 
Communist point of view deserves respect, and 
allowing him the opportunity to spread his 
propaganda. The Council on Foreign Relations 
regularly hosts meetings at which Communists 
are the honored guests and featured speakers. 
During the period 1980-1985, a number of 
representatives of Communist governments 
appeared at CFR programs. Here are a few of 
the CFR’s guests: 

U.S.S.R.: Stanislav Menshikov, Georgy 
Arbatov, Victor Isakov, Oleg Troyanovsky, 
Alexander Zotoz, Alexander Bessmertnykh; 

People’s Republic of China (Red China): 
Wu Xuegian, Zhao Ziyang, Huan Xiang, 
Huang Hua; 

Hungary: Janos Fekete, and others; 

Poland: Ryszard Frelek, and others; 

East Germany: Oskar Fischer; 

Zimbabwe:(formerly Rhodesia) Robert 
Mugabe; 
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Yugoslavia: Anton Bebler, Milka Planinc; 

Nicaragua: Ernesto Castillo Martinez, 
Daniel Ortega; 

Vietnam: Nguyen Co Thach. 

In 1984, prior to ending his 22-year stint as 
the Soviet Ambassador in Washington, 
Anatoly Dobrynin told the New York Times 
Magazine that he always stayed “in touch with 
the influential journalists and top people at such 
organizations as the Council on Foreign 
Relations.” 
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Chapter UI 


HOW THE C.F.R. CONTROLS US 
FOREIGN POLICY 


According to the 1985-1986 Annual 
Report of the CFR, 266 of its members are 
“U.S. government officials.” 

There are three Presidential appointments 
which regularly go to members of the Council 
on Foreign Relations. They are those of 
Secretary of State, Secretary of Defense, and 
Secretary of the Treasury. Thus, CFR elitists 
are able to control foreign policy, national 
defense, and money — regardless of which 
political party occupies the White House. CFR 
members also occupy many lesser key slots. 

Regarding the State Department, every 
Secretary of State since the end of World War 
II, with the exception of James F. Byrnes, has 
been a member of the CFR. 

In a carefully documented feature article in 
The New American* magazine of April 7, 1986, 
John F. McManus gave specific examples of 
CFR control in the past: 

“Prominent CFR members Dean Rusk, 

Robert McNamara and Henry Cabot Lodge 

pushed the U.S. into Vietnam and then drew 

up the rules that made victory impossible. CFR 
veterans Henry Kissinger and Richard Nixon 
continued the Vietnam policies that led to our 


*395 Concord Ave., Belmont, Massachusetts, 02178 
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humiliating and costly defeat. 

“CFR stalwarts Henry Kissinger, 
Elisworth Bunker and Sol Linowitz arranged 
the Panama Canal giveaway; and CFR 
members Cyrus Vance and Warren 
Christopher orchestrated the campaigns that 
led to the demise of Somoza and the Shah. 

“Older Americans might recallthat CFR 
members Owen Lattimore and Dean Acheson 
arranged the betrayal of Chiang Kai-shek and 
his Nationalist Chinese government in the 
1940s; CFR members Dean Acheson, Dean 
Rusk and Ernest Gross saw to it that our forces 
in Korea were placed under United Nations 
control and kept from winning the Korean 
War.” 

And now, back to the present. What about 
the Reagan Administration? 
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Chapter IV 


C.F.R. MEMBERS SURROUND 
PRESIDENT REAGAN 


In December 1980, newly-elected President 
Ronald Reagan announced the nominees for his 
Cabinet: 

Secretary of State — Alexander Haig 

Secretary of Treasury — Donald T. Regan 


Secretary of Commerce — Malcolm 
Baldrige 

CIA Director — William J. Casey 

Secretary of Defense — Caspar 
Weinberger 


Of the five Reagan nominees for these key 
policy-making positions four (Haig, Regan, 
Baldrige, and Casey) were members, as of June 
30, 1980, of the Council on Foreign Relations. 
Weinberger was listed as of November 20, 1979, 
as a member of Rockefeller’s Trilateral 
Commission. 

Reagan’s Vice President, George Bush, was 
a member of both the CFR and the Trilateral 
Commission until he resigned in 1979 to run for 
President. 

When President Reagan’s second term 
began, only Caspar Weinberger, remained in his 
same post as Secretary of Defense. 

Alexander Haig resigned in 1982 and 
George Shultz became Secretary of State. 

James} Baker Ill, former White House 
Chief of Staff, replaced Donald Regan as 
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Secretary of the Treasury. (Regan resigned his 
membership in the CFR in 1980 when it became 
an issue with Conservatives.) 


Donald Regan became White House Chief 
of Staff. 


Weinberger, Shultz, and Baker are all 
listed as current members ofthe CFR in its June 
30, 1986, Membership Roster. 


* * * * * 


One by one since the election in 1986 of a 
Democratic Senate and the Iran-Contra affair, 
those aides loyal to President Reagan have been 
departing, leaving him under the complete and 
total control of members of the CFR. As the 
December 12, 1986, issue of the Don Bell 
Report* put it: 


“This prolonged media-made serial 
provides ample opportunity for the CFR to 
complete the liquidation of all Conservatives in 
the Administration and the installation of 
persons whose political opinions and actions 
are in accord with those who really rule.” 
And then Don Bell continued: 


“This carefully planned attack has three 
primary purposes: (1) to recapture CFR 
control of the National Security Council 
(NSC), and (2) to halt all shipments of arms to 
those fighting Communism in Nicaragua, 


* P.O. Box 2223, Palm Beach, Florida 33480 
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Angola, Afghanistan, and Cambodia.” 

At the insistence of George Shultz (CFR), 
who is now in absolute command of U.S. 
foreign policy, President Reagan on December 
2, 1986, appointed Frank C. Carlucci as his 
National Security Adviser, replacing Admiral 
John Poindexter. Of course, Carlucci is a long- 
time member of the CFR. 


According to Don Bell Reports, under 
Presidents Lyndon Johnson and Jimmy Carter, 
the National Security Council became 
comparatively dormant. However, under 
President Reagan, it was revived and its power 
restored, but its directors were not CFR-men. 
When the State Department under George 
Shultz became virtually anti-American in its 
policies, the NSC became actively involved in 
aiding anti-Communist and pro-American 
groups and became the only important agency 
neither controlled nor influenced by the CFR. 
Any opportunity to destroy the Conservative 
control of the National Security Council would 
be seized by the CFR. Such an opportunity 
came when Poindexter resigned during the 
Iran-Contra furor and a beleaguered President 
was pressured to appoint Frank Carlucci. 


The Washington Times of December 26 
reported that the primary goal of Carlucci, as 
the new director of the National Security 
Council is to “restructure the NSC to act in an 
advisory role to the President in formulating 
policy rather than in carrying out sensitive 
diplomatic, military and intelligence 
operations.” Such as anti-Communist activities. 
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Background on Frank Carlucci, New 
National Security Adviser 


Carlucci joined the foreign service in 1956. 
His most distinguishing activity centered 
around the close ties he developed with Soviet 
puppets Lumumba and Adoula in the Congo 
(now Zaire) during the early 1960s. According 
to Howard Phillips of the Conservative Caucus 
(who knew him well), Carlucci first came into 
government prominence because of his 
activities in Africa, where he helped to destroy 
the anti-Communist and Christian leader Moise 
Tshombe. “Carlucci has always been adept at 
courting the Left,” said Phillips. 

In 1975, Carlucci became Henry 
Kissinger’s protege as U.S. Ambassador to 
Portugal where, according to the late 
Congressman Lawrence P. McDonald, 
Carlucci helped Portugal go Leftist and aided 
the transfer when Portugal’s former African 
colonies, including Angola and Mozambique, 
became the Soviet Union’s African colonies. 

In 1978, Carlucci became the Deputy 
Director of the CIA where he actively supported 
Executive Order 12036 which enormously 
restricted U.S. intelligence collection. 

After being appointed as head of the 
National Security Council by President Reagan 
on December 2, 1986, Carlucci quickly ordered 
his staff to prepare papers on such key issues as 
Middle East peace prospects and arms control. 
Arms control is, of course, high on the CFR’s 
agenda inasmuch as the disarmament of the 
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United States is a requisite for the ultimate 
World Government which the CFR has been 
promoting for decades. 


Howard Baker, New Chief of Staff 


On February 27, 1987, Reagan appointed 
former Senator Howard Baker (R-Tenn.), as his 
new Chief of Staff to replace Donald Regan. 
Baker left the Senate at the end of 1984 after 
serving for 18 years. Not surprisingly, Howard 
Baker is a member of the CFR. 

In his syndicated column which appeared 
in the March 14 issue of Washington-based 
Human Events, M. Stanton Evans stated that 
Baker “has come down repeatedly on the 
Liberal side of issues, from the Panama Canal 
to tax increases...He takes his cues from others. 
His basic mode of operation down through the 
years has been to find out what the 
Establishment will accept — and then comply 
with it.” 

The same issue of Human Events had these 
comments regarding Howard Baker: 

“On virtually all of the major issues — 
from taxes to spending to welfare reform to 
detente — Baker has been on the wrong side, 
or, at the very least, not on the same side as 
Ronald Reagan.... 

“How does Baker feel toward the 
Strategic Defense Initiative, one of the 
President’s most popular — and important — 
issues? Almost certainly he believes that we 
should surrender SDI for a major arms-control 
agreement. Of nine potential GOP presidential 
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candidates asked if they backed early SDI 

deployment, Baker was one of just two to say 

‘No. ” 

Indeed, Baker appears to have a near- 
obsession about reaching a new disarmament 
pact. 

Is CFR-member Howard Baker the man 
who will really be President, while Ronald 
Reagan will still carry the title? Asthe March 6 
issue of Don Bell Reports stated: 

“Now the CFR hierarchy has complete 
and total control over every phase of American 
government policy, with two Bakers, (James 
and Howard), Shultz, Weinberger, and all the 
other CFR agents that are in virtually every 
important position in Washington or abroad.” 
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Chapter V 


HOWARD BAKER — KEY TO 
PANAMA CANAL GIVEAWAY 


As the nation’s press carries stories in 
months ahead of what Reagan’s Chief of Staff, 
Howard Baker, does and says, it should be 
always remembered that it was Howard Baker, 
the Republican leader in the U.S. Senate, who 
helped Democratic President Jimmy Carter 
engineer the giveaway of the American Canal in 
Panama to a corrupt Marxist dictator. 

The campaign to surrender the Panama 
Canal was a classic application of CFR strategy. 
Numerous early articles in Foreign Affairs, the 
CFR official publication, laid down the pro- 
treaty line which was subsequently parrotted by 
the Liberal news media controlled by CFR 
members, such as the New York Times, the 
Washington Post, CBS, etc. 

In October 1973, Ellsworth Bunker was 
named as Panama Canal treaty negotiator. 
Bunker was a longtime member of the Council 
on Foreign Relations. President Carter 
appointed CFR-member Sol M. Linowitz as a 
co-negotiator. 

On September 7, 1977, President Carter 
signed two treaties negotiated by Bunker and 
Linowitz. 

Immediately, powerful opposition arose. 
Senator Strom Thurmond stated unequivocally 
that the Panama Canal belongs totally to the 


The Panama Canal Giveaway 35 


United States, both by previous treaty 
agreement, in perpetuity, and by outright 
purchase. Thurmond further declared that it 
was “unthinkable” that our canal might be 
turned over to dictator Omar Torrijos, who 
maintained close ties with Castro and the Soviet 
Union. 

Opposition to Carter's signing of the 
Panama Canal treaties also came from four 
former Chiefs of Naval Operations, Admirals 
Robert B. Carney, Arleigh Burke, George 
Anderson and Thomas H. Moorer, who wrote a 
joint letter to the President which warned: 

“...[U.S.] sovereignty and jurisdiction 
over the Canal Zone and the Panama Canal 
offer the opportunity to use the waterway or to 
deny its use to others in wartime... 

“Under the control of a potential 
adversary, the Panama Canal would become 
an immediate crucial problem and prove a 
serious weakness in the overall U.S. defense 
capability, with enormous potential 
consequences for evil.... 

“Loss of the Panama Canal, which would 
be a serious setback in war, would contribute 
to the encirclement of the U.S. by hostile naval 
forces, and threaten our ability to survive.” 
And the Communist-appeasing CFR 

planned it just that way! 

The surrendering of the Panama Canal toa 
pro-Soviet dictator in Panama was 
overwhelmingly opposed by the American 
people. According to Opinion Research 
Corporation of Princeton, N.J., 72% of the 
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American people favored “continuing 
ownership and control” of the Panama Canal 
by the U.S. Some Senators admitted that their 
mail from constituents was running as high as 
1,000 to | against the treaties. 

On March 16, 1978, the U.S. Senate 
approved the first Panama Canal treaty by a 
vote of 68 to 32. The showdown came on April 
18 when the Senate voted on the second treaty 
by the same vote of 68* to 32. It takes a 2/3 vote 
for ratification of a treaty. Therefore, so close 
was the vote that a change of only two votes 
from the “Yes” column to the “No” column and 
this Panama Canal giveaway would have been 
defeated. 

And remember, Senator Howard Baker, 
now Reagan’s new Chief of Staff, was the 
Republican leader in the Senate at the time and 
possessed great influence. But, obviously, Baker 
was carrying out orders from the CFR’s 
hierarchy when he voted for and facilitated the 
surrender of the Panama Canal. 


Canal Giveaway Bails Out New York 


Banks 

In a speech on the Senate floor in 1977, 
Senator Jesse Helms stated: “When Omar 
Torrijos took over Panama ina military coup, 
he reorganized the banking laws of the country 
in 1970 following the advice of the New York 
banking community.” 

Helms then went on to say that Panama 


* — Altogether 35 Senators who voted “aye” are no longer 
in the Senate, 24 having been defeated at the polls, 10 
retired, and one died in office. 
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was set up as a bankers’ paradise. Tax-free 
banking transactions were among the 
advantages offered. As a result, in six years the 
number of banks in that tiny country grew to 73 
with billions of dollars involved in transactions 
around the world. But the Torrijos government 
wasina financial crisis caused by its corruption 
and mismanagement, and if it should fall it 
would spell the end of this tax haven so 
favorable to the big New York banks. 

Further, the big banks had loaned more 
money to the Panamanian government than 
that Marxist dictatorship could ever pay off — a 
total of over $2 billion. And the Torrijos 
government was nearly bankrupt. Those loans 
were uncollectible until a way was devised to 
funnel U.S. taxpayers’ money into Panama. 
That’s what the Panama Canal giveaway treaty 
does by allowing Panama to collect the tolls and 
raise the rates on ships going through the canal. 

The giveaway of the American Canal in 
Panama graphically demonstrates the power of 
“America’s unelected rulers” because it serves 
two purposes: (1) it uses U.S. taxpayers’ dollars 
to bail out the international bankers who were 
over-extended on their loans to Panama, and 
(2) it severely curtails the ability of the U.S. to 
defend itself in time of war. Thus becoming an 
important step toward the World Government 
the CFR plotters have been planning for many 
years. 

(On the floor of the U.S. Senate on 
February 2, 1987, Senator Jesse Helms 
spoke of “a signicant new book, The 
Panama Canal Treaties Swindle: Consent 
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to Disaster detailing the intrigues behind 
the giveaway of the Panama Canal. In it, 
the author, Capt. G. Russell Evans (USCG, 
Ret.) has presented an in-depth study of 
the diplomatic and legislative processes 
which led to the tragic giveaway of a 
critical and strategic waterway. The long- 
term consequences of this grave error 
will, no doubt, haunt Americans for 
decades to come.” You can order this new 
book from Anadale Books, 5010 Gosnold 
Ave., Norfolk, Virginia 23508. Hardcover, 
424 pages, illustrated, indexed and over 
800 footnotes. Price $19.95 plus $2.00 
shipping.) 
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Chapter VI 


C.F.R. CONTROL OF THE MEDIA 


On April 28, 1972, Congressman John R. 
Rarick declared: 

“The nation’s right-to-know machinery — 
the news media — usually so aggressive in 
exposures to inform our people, remain 
conspicuously silent when it comes to the 
Council on Foreign Relations.” 

This because the mass communications 
media have become a controlled propaganda 
network for the CFR. 

Public opinion polls have shown that more 
than a majority of the people in the United 
States rely primarily on network television as 
their major source of public information. Thus 
by controlling network news, one may directly 
influence the political behavior of the American 
people. At least that’s what the CFR 
masterminds thought until Ronald Reagan’s 
landslide victory in the 1980 presidential 
election which showed massive support for 
Reagan’s Conservative statements which were 
diametrically opposed to all the CFR stands for 
and promotes. 

According to the Annual Report of the 
Council on Foreign Relations as of June 30, 
1986, of its 2427 members, a total of 258 are 
‘journalists, correspondents, and 
communications executives.” 

Thomas R. Dye, in his book Who’s 
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Running America? stated: 

“Television is so important in mass 
socialization that diversity of views is avoided, 
and a single Eastern, Liberal ‘establishment’ 
interpretation prevails in all three network 
presentations.... 

“Network entertainment programming, 
newscasts, and news specials are designed to 
communicate established Liberal values to the 


masses.” 
Because the press and broadcasting elite 
share a single point of view — that of the 


Eastern Liberal Establishment, other 
viewpoints are systematically ignored and even 
suppressed. 

Among Columbia Broadcasting System 
(CBS) newsmen who are members of the CFR 
are: Richard C. Hottelet, Lawrence LeSueur, 
and Dan Rather. 

The CFR newsmen at the National 
Broadcasting Corporation (NBC) include 
Marvin Kalb, John Chancellor, Garick Utley, 
and Irving R. Levine. 

On the news staff of the American 
Broadcasting Company (ABC) are the 
following CFR members: Barbara Walters (a 
regular on ABC’s television magazine program 
20/20), David Brinkley, and Steve Bell. 
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Chapter VII 


THE C.F.R’S PROPOSED WORLD 
GOVERNMENT 


In this chapter various terms are used such 
as “new world order,” “new international 
order,” “new economic order,” and “world 
government.” They all mean the same thing — a 
World Superstate government under which the 
national sovereignty of the United States of 
America would be destroyed forever. 

Study No. 7, published by the Council on 
Foreign Relations on November 25, 1959, urged 
this recommendation: 

“(a) Build a new international order 

[which] must be responsive to world 

aspirations for peace, [and] for social and 

economic change...an international 
order...including states [nations] labeling 
themselves as ‘Socialist. [Communist]” 

The Dan Smoot Report of July 20, 1964, 
put it this way: 

“The ultimate aim of the Council on 

Foreign Relations is the same as the ultimate 

aim of international Communism: to create a 

One-world socialist system and make the 

United States an official part of it.” 

The most prolific writer on the subject of 
the CFR was Gary Allen who died on 
November 29, 1986, at the age of 50. Allen was 
the author of eight books including None Dare 
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Call It Conspiracy which sold more than 
5,000,000 copies. For 18 years he wrote major 
articles for American Opinion magazine. 

In February 1986, Gary Allen sent me a 
photo-copy of a manuscript for anew book he 
was writing. Here’s what he had to say about 
why Americans should “Say NO to the New 
World Order!” 


“The name of the game most often used by 
the Establishment Money Moguls and their 
bought-and-paid-for intellectual lackeys and 
media flaks is New World Order. This curious 
phrase repeatedly appears in the titles of 
numerous organizations, books, studies and 
monographs. They make no bones about the 
fact that New World Order is simply a 
euphemistic code word for a World Socialist 
Superstate.” 

While the term New World Order may 
sound vaguely threatening to some, if called by 
its true name, World Socialist Superstate, it 
would be frightening to practically everyone. 

What is the motive behind the New World 
Order? Why have the world’s richest and most 
powerful men spent billions of dollars to 
promote such an alien concept? These are 
obviously not men who systematically toss 
money away on a whim. 


Here’s Gary Allen’s answer: 

“There is a motive and method in their 
‘madness.’ It is the natural disposition of these 
men to seek power, and no degree of power 
appears to quench their thirst for more of it. 

“What is at stake is control of the world’s 
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natural resources, the money system, 

manufacturing, trade, energy and 

transportation — in other words, the ultimate 
monopoly of monopolies. 

“Socialism, in practice, is not a program 
to redistribute the wealth but to concentrate it, 
while buying off the proletariat and the under- 
class with subsidies and weltare grants. 
Socialism’s practice is the opposite of its 
theory; it is the royal road to monopolistic 
wealth and power for the super-rich. This, 
then, is the motivation for the New World 
Order. 

“The New World Order means control — 
and control is the name of the game. If you 
control the apex of a socialist World 
Government, you control the world.” 

The New World Order promoters would 
have us believe that world government will 
bring us perpetual peace and prosperity if we 
will only surrender our sovereignty (both 
individual and nation), consign the Declaration 
of Independence to the dust bin of history and 
scrap our Constitution. 

There are two certain consequences of a 
World Government: 

(A) Rather than improving the standard of 
living for other nations, World Government 
would mean a forced redistribution of all wealth 
and a sharp reduction in the standard of living 
for Americans. 

(B) Strict regimentation would become 
commonplace. No longer would there be any 
freedom of movement, freedom of worship, 
private property rights, free speech, or the right 
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to publish. 
What would be the ingredients of a New 
World Order? 


(1) A World Tax System 

(2) A World Court 

(3) A World Army 

(4) A World Central Bank with a Common 
Currency 

(5) A World Welfare State 

(6) Compulsory Worldwide Economic 
Planning 

(7) Abolition of Private Firearms 

(8) Mandatory Population Control 

(9) Control of Education 


However, selling the American people on 
the idea of relinquishing America’s national 
sovereignty to a World Government has not 
been an easy task for the CFR masterminds. 


As Gary Allen put it: “While Americans 
have accepted defense alliances, they are still 
wary of World Government, because most 
realize that, with 5% of the world’s people and 
50% ofthe world’s wealth, we would literally be 
looted to pay the taxes for the World 
Superstate.” 


Merging the sovereignty of the United 
States into a New World Order would take 
place in stages, as explained by Richard N. 
Gardner in the CFR journal Foreign Affairs for 
April 1974. In an article entitled “The Hard 
Road to World Order,” longtime CFR member 
Gardner admitted that a quick jump into World 
Government was not practical. Instead, 
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Gardner urged performing “an end run around 
national sovereignty eroding it piece by piece” 
by means of entangling alliances and various 
international organizations. This approach, he 
stated, “can produce some remarkable 
concessions of sovereignty that could not be 
achieved on an across-the-board basis.” 


Alan Stang in an article inthe March 1975 
issue of American Opinion magazine referred to 
the CFR’s 1980s Project which was discussed by 
President Bayless Manning in the CFR’s 
Annual Report. 


According to Manning: 

"The work of the 1980s Project will 
concentrate on clusters of inter-related 
problems that will predictably be central to the 
ways in which the international system evolves. 
Examples of such clusters include: 
management of the international economy; 
global poverty; management of the 
environment, and the new ‘common’ — the 
oceans, the seabeds and space; and...arms 
controls.” 


Commenting on the above, Stang declared: 
“In other words, we shall soon see an 
intensification of the already obvious scheme 
to merge our economy with Europe’s, and 
especially with Communist Russia’s, exactly as 
predicted for years by American Opinion. 
“The Great Merger will be presented to us 
as the solution to our financial problems, 
which the conspirators created to use for that 
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very purpose.” 
* * * x * 


World Government by definition would 
mean the abolition of the United States. There is 
no way to have both. Therefore, whoever is 
working for World Government is working to 
abolish our country. 
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Chapter VIII 


THE TRILATERAL COMMISSION 


The Trilateral Commission* became an 
issue in the presidential primaries in 1980 
because one of the Republican candidates, 
George Bush, had resigned his membership in 
the Trilateral Commission when he entered the 
race for the Presidency. 

The Trilateral Commission is again an 
issue because George Bush is President 
Reagan’s Vice President and in 1987 was 
considered the front-runner to win the 
Republican nomination in 1988. Also Reagan’s 
Secretary of Defense is Caspar Weinberger, a 
present member of the Trilateral Commission. 

In his book Trilaterals Over Washington, 
Antony C. Sutton points out: “If the Council on 
Foreign Relations can be said to be a Spawning 
ground for the concepts of one-world idealism, 
then the Trilateral Commission is the ‘task 
force’ assembled to assault the beachheads.” 

Columbia University professor Zbigniew 
Brzezinski, in his 1970 book Between Two Ages, 
praised Marxism, viewed the United States as 
obsolete, yearned for central planning of 
America’s future, and proposed piecemeal 
transition of U.S. national sovereignty to a 
community of nations. The first step in his 
subversive plan called for entangling the 
political, defense, and economic activities of the 


* 345 E. 46th Street, New York, N.Y. 10017 
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United States, Western Europe, and Japan. 
Subsequent steps included extending those 
links, first to other non-Communist nations, 
and then even to the Communists. His eventual 
goal was World Government. 

Early in 1973, David Rockefeller created 
the Trilateral Commission exactly as Brzezinski 
had proposed in his book. Rockefeller then 
hired Brzezinski to be the first executive 
director of the Trilateral Commission. 

David Rockefeller is in complete control of 
the Trilateral Commission. His idea was that if 
the three industrial superpowers — the United 
States, Western Europe, and Japan — could 
form some sort of industrial cartel they could 
carve up the globe into economic areas of 
influence. 

In his previously-referred-to book With No 
Apologies, Senator Barry Goldwater declared 
that the Trilateral Commission “intended to be 
the vehicle for multinational consolidation of 
the commercial and banking interests by seizing 
control of the political government of the 
United States.” 

At its first meeting, held in Tokyo on 
October 21-23, 1973, the Trilateral Commission 
issued a Statement of Purposes in which is 
found the following: 

“Growing interdependence is a fact of life 
of the contemporary world. It transcends and 
influences national systems. It requires new 
and more intensive forms of international 
cooperation...to counteract economic and 
political nationalism.... 

“The aim must be effective cooperation 
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beneficial to all countries, whatever their 

political systems or stage of development.” 

The phrase “counteract political 
nationalism” means, of course, abolish the 
national sovereignty of the U.S. And the phrase 
“whatever their political systems” means 
cooperation with Communist countries. 

Trialogue is a quarterly published by the 
Trilateral Commission. The Fall 1975 issue of 
Trialogue speaks of “possible measures to 
promote a more equitable global income 
distribution, such as an international tax on 
consumption which would gradually replace 
existing forms of economic aid.” In other 
words, an international sa/es tax to help finance 
their grandiose schemes. 

While on a campaign foray into South 
Carolina on February 7, 1980, presidential 
candidate Ronald Reagan sharply criticized the 
foreign policy of the Carter Administration. 
Reporting on the Reagan attack, the New York 
Times noted one of his major complaints was 
that “the Carter Presidency was unduly 
influenced by the Trilateral Commission.” 

Yet four years later, on April 1, 1984, 
President Reagan played host at the White 
House to members of the Trilateral 
Commission! 

The Rocky Mountain News (Denver) of 
April 2 carried this news item: 

“President Reagan feted the Trilateral 
Commission — an unofficial body whose 
members are drawn from the intellectual upper 
crust of business and government — ata White 
House reception on Sunday that may have 
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irritated some of his most ardent ideological 
allies. 

“The White House gave the event a low 
profile. Although the half-hour reception was 
announced, news coverage was prohibited.” 


* * * 


Websters New Collegiate Dictionary 
defines the verb “conspire” as “to join a secret 
agreement to do an unlawful or wrongful act,” 
and the word “conspiracy” as “a group of 
conspirators.” 

Certainly the destruction of the national 
sovereignty of the United States in order to 
form a World Government, which members of 
the Council on Foreign Relations and the 
Trilateral Commission hope to control, is an 
“unlawful or wrongful act” and as such is a 
conspiracy against the constitutional 
government of the United States of America 
and all American citizens. 

Conspiracy to seize the power of 
government is as old as government itself. The 
Liberals, who scoff at the “conspiracy theory,” 
hold that it is “rightwing extremist” dogma that 
men today would scheme to achieve massive 
political power. 

On the other hand, “conspiratorialists” — 
those who hold the “conspiracy theory of 
history” — agree with Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt, who once said, “Nothing just 
happens in politics. If something happens, you 
can be sure it was planned that way.” 
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Chapter IX 


U.S. BUILDS SOVIET WAR 
MACHINE 


Why has the Council on Foreign Relations 
pushed so long for increased trade with the 
Soviet Union? Because it ties in with the 
megalomanic power-grab envisioned by former 
CFR chairman David Rockefeller and his 
cohorts in Big Business and the Big Banks: a 
World Government which they think they can 
control. 

Their view is that before the United States 
and the Soviet Union can be merged into a 
world dictatorship, the Soviet economy should 
be elevated to a point whereby it can be meshed 
into the U.S. economy. This they refer to asa 
“world community” or “interdependence.” The 
way of achieving this “interdependence,” 
leading ultimate to a World Superstate, is the 
transfer to the U.S.S.R. of U.S. technological 
know-how and capital. 

By building up the Soviet war machine, the 
conspirators plan that if the military power of 
the U.S.S.R. equals or surpasses the power of 
the United States, the American people will 
become so terrified of the possibility of an all- 
out nuclear war that they will accept the New 
World Order as a means of eliminating the 
possibility of such a devastating war. 

According to Senator William Armstrong 
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in a hard-hitting Senate speech on April 13, 
1982, in the previous ten years the United States 
and other Western nations sold the Soviet 
Union and its satellites more than $50 billion 
worth of sophisticated technical equipment that 
the Communists could not produce themselves. 


In 1972, President Richard Nixon 
authorized the sale to the Soviets of 164 
precision ball-bearing grinders manufactured 
by the Bryant Chucking Grinder Corp. of 
Vermont. These grinders can manufacture tiny 
bearings to remarkably precise specifications — 
a 25-millionth of an inch — the precision 
necessary to build the inertial navigation 
systems for multiple warheads on 
intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs). 
Shortly after, the sale the Soviets began 
deploying a new generation of ICBMs which 
were 10 times more accurate than their 
predecessors, and which for the first time, were 
capable of carrying multiple warheads. 


Stephen V. Cole, writing in the October 
1982 issue of American Opinion magazine, 
furnished this information: 

“During the peak years of the Carter 
Administration, some 60 U.S. companies had 
science and technology-transfer contracts with 
the U.S.S.R. Among them were Bechtel, then 
run by George Shultz and Caspar 
Weinberger.” 


President Reagan’s Secretary of State, 
George Shultz, and Secretary of Defense, 
Caspar Weinberger, are members of the CFR. 
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CFR Leaders Journey to Moscow 


To demonstrate their solidarity with the 
Soviet Union, on February 4, 1987, a delegation 
of top members of the Council on Foreign 
Relations journeyed to Moscow for a long 
conference with Mikhail Gorbachev and other 
Soviet officials. Comprising the CFR group 
were Peter Peterson, now chairman of the CFR; 
Peter Tarnoff, president; John Swing, executive 
vice president; William Hyland, editor of 
Foreign Affairs, the Council’s quarterly 
publication; Michael Mandelbaum, a fellow at 
the Council; Henry Kissinger, former Secretary 
of State; Cyrus Vance, also a former Secretary 
of State; Harold Brown, former Secretary of 
Defense; Jeane Kirkpatrick, former U.S. 
delegate to the UN; Gen. David Jones, former 
chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff; and 
former Senator Charles McC. Mathias, Jr. 

The next time somebody tells you that the 
CFR is just an insignificant, private little study 
group, ask them why it has such easy access to 
the highest levels of the Kremlin. 

In the March 7, 1987, issue of Washington- 
based Human Events, M. Stanton Evans 
declared: 

“What could turn out to be the most 
important foreign policy issue of the decade is 
coming together beneath the surface of our 
politics, awaiting an opportunity to be born. 

“That issue is the question of technology 
transfer to the Soviet Union and its satellites, a 
somewhat incredible process in which the 
United States and other Western nations have 
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systematically built up the military-industrial 
power of the Communists. 

“What the American people may think 
about such conduct is a bit mysterious, since a 
persistent and generally successful effort has 
been made to keep the facts of the case away 
from the voting public. In particular, the 
Commerce Department and its allies in 
Congress have built a wall of secrecy around 
the topic of who is trading what to Moscow.” 


Evans then went on to statethat amongthe 
items theSovietsand their allies have obtained 
from the West are technologies for improving 
long-range missile guidance; equipment and 
designs for long-range bombers, including jet 
technology; alloys needed for missile and 
submarine construction; technologies used in 
submarine detection; radars for air defense and 
missile systems; microelectronics needed for 
ICBM and other missile construction; advanced 
computers for battle management, SDI-type 
defense, and so forth. 


According to columnist Evans, “Through 
legal and illegal means, including outright 
purchase, reverse-engineering, use of 
middlemen and plain old espionage, the 
Communists have built a formidable war 
machine on a solid base of U.S. and other 
Western technology. In doing so, they have 
been aided both by detentist pro-trade policies 
and lax-to-nonexistent standards of security.” 

In 1986, Gary Allen wrote: 

“While the U.S. government spends 
hundreds of billions of tax dollars on national 
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defense each year, supposedly to protect us 
primarily from the Soviet military threat, it 
turns out that certain government officials and 
certain elements of the business community in 
the United States have been working together 
discreetly to provide the Communists with the 
kinds of trade goods and technology they need 
to build up and maintain their ominous 
military establishment. 
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Chapter X 


HIGH-TECH TRANSFERS TO THE 
SOVIETS: IS THIS TREASON? 


The Don Bell Reports of August 15, 1985, 
asks this question: “Just how much treason is 
involved when the members of an elite group 
persuade a government to create, nurture and 
develop an enemy government which has 
become a threat to the national security and the 
very existence of the originating government?” 
Often quoted is the epigram attributed to Sir 
Arthur Harrington (1561-1610): “Treason doth 
never prosper, what’s the reason? For if it 
prosper, none dare call it treason.” 

The Hoover Institution at Stanford 
University in 1971 released Antony Sutton’s 
massive three-volume study entitled Western 
Technology and Soviet Economic 
Development. In 1986, Antony Sutton 
published his latest book which is entitled The 
Best Enemy Money Can Buy* and updates his 
1973 book National Suicide: Military Aid To 
The Soviet Union. None of his voluminous 
technical data has ever been challenged. 

Appendix H at the back of Sutton’s latest 
book is entitled “Secret U.S.-Soviet Group 


* Available from Concord Press, P.O. Box 2686, Seal 
Beach, CA 90740. Price $9.95 plus $1.00 for postage and 
handling. 
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Plots Treason” and is reprinted from his 
Phoenix Letter of January 1986. (Address: P.O. 
Box 39850, Phoenix, Arizona 85069.) 

In that section of his new book, The Best 
Enemy Money Can Buy, Antony Sutton states: 

“A secret U.S.-Soviet operating group 
based in New York is acting in a manner 
Strongly suggesting treason by its American 
members — and we do not use the word 
treason lightly. 

“How do we define treason? Treason is 
defined in the Constitution as ‘aid and comfort’ 
to an enemy of the United States. 

“Second, following this how do we define 
an enemy? We spend $300 billion a year on 
defense against the Soviet Union, so logically 
the Soviet Union is an enemy. We cannot 
simultaneously have a $300 billion defense 
budget against the Soviet Union and give ‘aid 
and comfort’ for the Soviet military structure 
without raising the question of treason. 

“Who is this secret group: Why do we 
suggest treason?” 

Sutton then goes on to name the U.S.- 
U.S.S.R. Trade and Economic Council, Inc.* 
(TEC) as a “formal joint Soviet-American 
apparatus to conduit advanced technology with 
pure military applications to the Soviet Union.” 

According to Sutton: 

“This TEC group has official sanction and 
backing. It links to Bush elements in the White 
House, the National Association of 
Manufacturers, the U.S. Chamber of 


* 805 Third Avenue, New York, NY 10022 
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Commerce, and assorted Senators and 
Congressmen with more political ambition 
than common sense.” 

The U.S.-U.S.S.R. Trade and Economic 
Council, Inc., is a secret organization. It will not 
release its membership list (about 300) to the 
media. 

Under the section entitled “What We 
Know About TEC” Sutton gives the following 
information: 

The U.S.-U.S.S.R. Trade and Economic 
Council is headed by: 

Vladimir N. Sushkov (Co-Chairman) 
Soviet citizen 

Dwayne O. Andreus (Co-Chairman) U.S. 
citizen 

James H. Giffen (President) U.S. citizen 

Yuri V. Legeev (Vice President) Soviet 
citizen 

The permanent directors of TEC are: 

Alexander Trowbridge, President of 
National Association of Manufacturers 
[Trowbridge is also a member of the CFR.] 

Richard Lesher, President of U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce. 

According to Sutton: 

“TEC has eight full-time Soviet engineers 
living in New York to assess U.S. technology. 

The cost is borne by TEC members. These 

Soviet engineers interview U.S. businessmen 

and assess the U.S. techology offered. They 

select technology required for Soviet military 
end uses and facilitate the transfer.... 

“We acquired a partial list from a 
confidential source. We know this list is 
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accurate.” 

Here is the partial list of membership of the 
U.S.-U.S.S.R. Trade and Economic Council, 
Inc.: Abbott Laboratories, Allen Bradley, 
Alliance Tool Corporation, Allied Analytical 
Systems, Allis Chalmers, American Cyanamid, 
American Express, Archer Daniels Midland, 
Armco Steel, Bunge Corporation, Cargill, 
Caterpillar, Chase Manhattan, Chemical Bank, 
Clark Equipment, Coca Cola, Con Agra, 
Continental Grain, Corning Glass, Deer & 
Company, Dow Chemical, Dresser Industries, 
E.I. DuPont, FMC Corporation, Garnac 
Grain, Gleason Corporation, Hope Industries, 
Ingersoll Rand, International Harvester, 
Kodak, Marine Midland, Millipore Inc., 
Minnesota Mining, Monsanto, Occidental 
Petroleum, Owens Illinois, Pepsi Co., Phibro- 
Salomon, Phillip Morris, Ralston Purina, 
Rohm & Haas, Seagram, Stauffer Chemical, 
Tendler-Beretz Associates, Tenneco Inc., 
Union Carbide, Unit Rig & Equipment 
Company, Xerox. 
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Chapter XI 


U.S. GOVERNMENT TIE-IN WITH 
THE U.S.-U.S.S.R. TRADE AND 
ECONOMIC COUNCIL 


Writing in the October 1986 issue of 
Conservative Digest Alan Stang had thistosay: 
“...the United States spends $300 billion a 
year to protect us from the Soviet threat. This 
provides billions of dollars in defense contracts 

to some of the biggest corporations in the U.S. 

Suppose, however, that those same 

corporations were sending the Soviets the 

technology that makes the threat possible. 

“Wouldn't that raise very serious 
questions about what is really going on here? It 
would and it does, which brings us back to an 
organization called the U.S.-U.S.S.R. Trade 
and Economic Council.” 

Richard A. Landkamer of Houston, 
Texas, who has done extensive research on the 
TEC, in an article in the November 1986 issue of 
the National Educator described this “trade” 
group as “basically a secret organization/con- 
spiracy composed of U.S. Big Bankers, Big 
Business, and Big Defense Contractors who 
have teamed up with their counterparts in the 
Soviet Union.” 

And then Landkamer continued: 

“In addition, we have the active 
collaboration of the U.S. government in 
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helping to secretly promote [the] TEC while 

publicly proclaiming in letters that TEC is a 

private bi-national organization...and has no 

relationship to the U.S. government.” 

On page 8 of Volume 1, No. 1 of the 
Journal of the U.S.-U.S.S.R. Trade and 
Economic Council is found the following: 

“The U.S.-U.S.S.R. Trade and Economic 
Council is a result of Summit discussions in 
1973 in Washington between President Nixon 
and Secretary General Brezhnev, and was 
activated by a protocol signed by former 
Treasury Secretary George Shultz and Soviet 
Foreign Trade Minister N.S. Patolichev.” 
The critical post in the U.S. government 

regarding trade with the Soviet Union is that of 
Secretary of Commerce, because it is the 
Department of Commerce which has the power 
to give approval for the shipment of strategic 
materials to the U.S.S.R. — a policy long 
promoted by the CFR. President Reagan’s 
choice for this key slot was Malcolm Baldrige, 
who had been a director of several large 
corporations. It should be noted that Baldrige 
backed George Bush in the presidential primary 
campaign in 1980, and is a member of the CFR. 

In his aforementioned article Richard 
Landkamer pointed out: 

“Throughout the history of the U.S.- 
U.S.S.R. Trade and Economic Council, 
various U.S. Secretaries of Commerce have 
routinely served as ‘Honorary Directors’ of the 
TEC, along with their Soviet counterparts. 
Also, these and other U.S. government 
officials have routinely participated in various 
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TEC functions in their official capacities as 
representatives of the U.S. government. 
“Present U.S. Commerce Secretary 

Malcolm Baldrige attended the Ninth Annual 

Meeting of the Council held in Moscow in 

December 1985. In fact, Secretary Baldrige 

addressed this meeting, and the text of his 

address is contained in the TEC’s secret 

Journal Volume 11, Issue No. 1 (1986). 

Secretary Baldrige began his address as 

follows: ‘I am pleased to be here tonight to lend 

my support and the support of the United 

State government to the work of the U.S.- 

U.S.S.R. Trade and Economic Council. More 

than ten years ago the Department of 

Commerce helped establish the Council, and 

events since then have shown this was a wise 

decision.’ ” 

On page 5 of the same issue of the TEC’s 
Journal is a speech by Soviet leader Mikhail 
Gorbachev who pushes World Government 
with a remark about “the growing 
interdependence of states....Such 
interdependence is to be welcomed...” 

Indeed, all you need do to understand the 
purpose of the Council’s Journal is to read the 
advertisements. “Gleason is in gear with Soviet 
manufacturing,” says one headline, and then 
goes on to say, “More than 2,000 Gleason 
machines and systems are at work in the Soviet 
Union today....” The trouble is that every 
machine tool that Gleason makes has military 
uses. 

Possibly the most shocking ad was by 
Archer Daniels Midland, in Decatur, Illinois. 
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The ad shows a map of the United States and the 
Soviet Union. However, in this ad the two 
nations are contiguous. The western border of 
the Soviet Union is jammed up against the east 
coast of the United States. The ad says: “As 
trade between the U.S.S.R. and the U.S. 
expands, we’re growing closer and closer 
together.” 

Commenting on this “merger” ad in the 
Journal of the U.S.-U.S.S.R. Trade and 
Economic Council, Alan Stang stated: 

“After all, the World Government boys 
have been writing for years that their ultimate 
goal is a world in which the United States and 
the U.S.S.R. can be merged. 

“Some of America’s most powerful 
industrialists are helping to build the military 
of both the Soviet Union and the United 
States.” 

* * * 


It should be noted that when an individual 
sells military secrets to the Soviets he is called a 
“spy” and sentenced to prison, but when large 
U.S. corporations sell military equipment to the 
Soviets it is called “trade.” 

There may, however, be light at the end of 
the dark tunnel. The Associated Press on April 
3, 1987, reported the following: 

“Three men were indicted Friday for 
allegedly selling more than $1 million in 
sophisticated computer equipment to a 
company for shipment to Cuba, violating the 
U.S. Trading With The Enemy Act...U.S. 
Customs Service special agent Pat O’Brien in 
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Miami said the equipment sold was IBM- 
compatible because Soviet bloc countries use 
the Ryad | and Ryad 3 computer systems, 
which were copied from International Business 
Machines systems... 

“Roberto Roque, Gary Emert of Fort 
Lauderdale, Fla., and Venezuela national 
Remo Geovanni DiBartolomeo were charged 
in the indictment with violating the Trading 
With The Enemy Act and filing false 
statements on export documents, investigators 
said. 

“The Trading With The Enemy Act alone 
carries a sentence of up to a $50,000 fine and 10 
years in prison.” 
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Chapter XII 


BAILING OUT THE BIG BANKS 
WITH TAXPAYERS’ DOLLARS 


Incredible though it may seem to the 
uninformed, the CFR conspirators have found 
a way to use U.S. taxpayers’ dollars to aid 
Communist and Communist-leaning countries 
around the world. 

As to how international lending agencies - 
such as the World Bank, the International 
Development Association (IDA), the Export- 
Import Bank (Ex-Im), and the International 
Monetary Fund (IMF) operate, market- 
watcher Howard Ruff explains: 

“The neatest raids on the American 

Treasury and the purchasing power of the 

American consumer are the huge loans that are 

being made to international lending 

organizations. Money is appropriated by the 

U.S. Congress for these institutions at little or 

no interest. This money isthen re-loaned by the 

international lending organization to the 
deadbeat country which then makes payments 

[of interest] to the American banks, and those 

about-to-default loans are now ‘good,’ income- 

earning assets.” 

When Congress approved in November 
1983 an amount of $8.4 billion in additional 
U.S. financing for the International Monetary 
Fund so that deadbeat countries could pay the 
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interest on their loans from the Big Banks, a 
dangerous precedent was established. The Big 
Banks now have access to U.S. taxpayers’ funds 
to help finance their operations. 

The IMF has lent billions of dollars to 
Communist bloc countries such as Romania, 
Hungary, and Poland, as wellas Red China and 
Communist Vietnam. 

The IDA is the “soft-loan window” of the 
World Bank. The United States has been the 
largest backer of the IDA, providing 30% of its 
total financing. Among the current recipient 
nations of IDA loans are such Communist 
countries as China, Ethiopia, Vietnam, Laos, 
and South Yemen. 

Human Events of March 7, 1987, stated 
that “The People’s Republic of China has now 
begun receiving half-a-billion annually” from 
IDA. 

The Export-Import Bank, according to 
Congressman Ron Paul, authorized over $620 
million in new credits for the Soviet bloc in the 
1981, 1983 period, going to such Communist 
countries as Yugoslavia, Romania, and Poland. 

In 1981 and 1982, the Export-Import Bank 
authorized over $100 million in new credits for 
Red China. 

The old argument by the Liberal 
Establishment that the Ex-Im Bank helps create 
jobs in the U.S. has been proven to be false. On 
August 30, 1982, President Reagan signed this 
statement: 

“I determine that it is in the national 
interest for the Export-Import Bank of the 

United States to extend a credit and guarantee 
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in the aggregate amount of $68,425,000 to the 
People’s Republic of China in connection with 
its purchase of steel-making equipment and 
related services.” 


Thus using American taxpayers’ dollars to 
aid the Chinese Communists at the very time the 
steel industry in the U.S. was suffering badly 
and laying off workers! 
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Chapter XIII 


THE PRO-SOVIET RECORD OF 
SECRETARY OF STATE SHULTZ 


Since he took over the State Department in 
July 1982, George Shultz has launched a 
rhetorical crusade against the Soviet Union and 
its client states. However, despite outbursts of 
harsh rhetoric now and then, Shultz spends 
most of his time promoting accommodation 
with the Communists. This, of course, is in 
accordance with the aims of the Council on 
Foreign Relations. 

In the May 19, 1986, issue of The New 
American magazine, James J. Drummey stated: 

“Shultz in fact was a director of the CFR 
at the time of his nomination to be Secretary of 

State....Since becoming the tenth consecutive 

Secretary of State from the ranks of the 

Council on Foreign Relations, George Shultz 

has utilized his CFR connections 

frequently...He has appointed many CFR 
members to important policy-making 
positions in the State Department.” 

While serving the Nixon Administrationas 
Secretary of the Treasury, in 1972 George 
Shultz went to Moscow, and negotiated 
numerous deals which benefitted the Kremlin. 

One of Shultz’ deals with the Soviets was 
arranging to have U.S. taxpayers finance 
(through Export-Import Bank loans), and have 
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U.S. corporations construct, the world’s largest 
heavy-duty truck factory in the heart of the 
Soviet Union. Opponents of the scheme were 
assured that the trucks would be used only in 
commercial transport. But when the first 
vehicles rolled off the assembly lines at the huge 
Kama River facility, the Soviet Army used them 
to invade Afghanistan. 

In his syndicated column of March 12, 
1985, John F. McManus summarized the 
record of George Shultz as follows: 

“There is, unfortunately, a great deal more 
that is harmful in the way George Shultz 
conducts U.S. foreign affairs. 

“He has instigated or continued high 
technology and credits to the U.S.S.R. and 
Red China; purged over a dozen hardline State 
Department foreign service officials; 
suppressed an official report listing scores of 
Soviet SALT I and II violations; arranged for 
U.S. aid to Communist Mozambique and 
Zimbabwe; approved IMF membership and 
access to more U.S. dollars for Communist 
Poland, refused aid for the anti-Communists in 
Angola; and meddled in El Salvador’s election 
in order to keep an anti-Communist from 
winning....” 

In addition, The Phyllis Schlafly Report of 
May 1986, pointed out that Shultz’ State 
Department “opposes reducing the number of 
Soviet bloc personnel at the UN in New York 
and limiting their movements, despite 
overwhelming evidence that espionage is their 
principal mission,” and that the State 
Department “encouraged huge new commercial 
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bank loans to East Germany which, in turn, 
loaned millions to the [Soviet-supported] 
Sandinistas in Nicaragua.” 


And finally, according to the 
aforementioned article in The New American 
magazine, “Shultz ordered the FBI’s Counter- 
Intelligence Division to add South Africa to its 
list of hostile foreign powers — a list that does 
not include Angola, Mozambique, Red China 
or Yugoslavia.” 
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Chapter XIV 


C.F.R. MEMBERS FACILITATE 
DELIVERY OF SOUTH AFRICA TO 
THE SOVIETS 


On January 28, 1987, Secretary of State 
Shultz met at the State Department with Oliver 
Tambo who heads the terrorist group known as 
the African National Congress (ANC). 

In his column, Ross Mackenzie on 
February 3 had this to say: 

“Tambo has applauded the Soviet 
occupation of Afghanistan and the PLO’s 
various butcheries. He thinks the Sandinistas 
are just wonderful. He has described Cuba as 
an ideal demecracy. He has received the Ho 
Chi Minh Peace Prize, conferred on him by 
Angola’s Communist regime.” 

Additional documented information on 
Oliver Tambo later in this chapter. 


Background on South Africa the Liberals 
Ignore 


Contrary to popular belief, South Africa is 
not a nation where a white minority moved in 
and subjugated a united black people. Much of 
the land was uninhabited when white settlers 
began to arrive there around three hundred 
years ago. In fact, whites arrives at Cape Town 
in 1652 — just five years after Peter Stuyvesant 
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arrived at what is now New York. 

According to a column in the Rocky 
Mountain News (Denver) of August 17, 1985, 
by a white South African lawyer: 

The total population of South Africa is 31 
million, which includes 23 million blacks, 2.7 
million coloreds (people of mixed race having 
white, black, Malay and Xhosan ancestors), 
close to | million East Indians — and almost 5 
million whites, in whose hands political power 
reposes. 


The Soviet Plan for South Africa 


In 1973 Soviet Premier Leonid Brezhnev 
stated: 

“Our aim is to gain control of the two 
great treasure houses on which the West 
depends: The energy treasure house of the 
Persian Gulf and the mineral treasure house of 
central and southern Africa.” 

The Soviets have in recent years recognized 
that revolution by stages is least likely to alarm 
Western governments and bring on an armed 
confrontation. Therefore, propaganda, “active 
measures,” and disinformation play very 
important roles in this type of “cold” conflict as 
the Communists labor to persuade America and 
the other Western countries to isolate South 
Africa. 

That is why anti-South Africa groups, 
including the Marxists, are arguing that 
dismembering the “apartheid” system is a moral 
imperative that requires instant action. 
(Apartheid is the system of legalized segregation 
imposed by South Africa’s 5 million whites on 
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its 23 million blacks.) 
In an editorial on July 17, 1985, the 
Richmond (Va.) News Leader had this to say: 
“South Africa is not the world’s foremost 
violator of human rights. The Soviet Union is 
worse. So are Cuba, Communist China, Syria, 
Nicaragua, Vietnam, Iran, Libya, Angola, 
Ethiopia, and all other Communist countries. 
Apartheid is less evil than Communism. 
“South Africa also merely wants to be left 
alone. It has no desire to impose apartheid on 
other countries. It does not threaten its 
neighbors, Western Europe, or the United 
States. Communism, on the other hand, is 
history’s most aggressively imperial force. It 
always seeks to expand.” 


Congress Passes Sanctions Bill 


In 1986, Congress overrode President 
Reagan’s veto ofthe South Africa sanctions bill 
by a wide margin. The House voted 313 to 83 on 
September 29, and the Senate followed with its 
own vote on October 2, 78-21, or 12 votes more 
than the two-thirds vote necessary to override. 

The Anti-Apartheid Act, the measure’s 
official name, bans all new investment by 
Americans in South African businesses, and all 
new bank loans, blocks the importation of 
South African iron, steel, coal, textiles, 
uranium, arms, food and agricultural products, 
and cancels landing rights in the U.S. for South 
African airlines. 

An editorial on October 3, the 
Chattanooga News-Free Press declared: 

“Acting in the name of idealism and 


74 


WHY NOT CALL IT TREASON? 


human rights, Congress has now completed its 
drive toward extreme new pressures on the 
South African government. The result may be 
new impetus toward collapse of the current 
government that has been a longtime U.S. ally 
and an upheaval that will leave South Africa’s 
blacks in a far worse condition than at 
present.” 

Despite the obvious injustices that are 


being gradually corrected, South Africa has 
given its black citizens the highest standard of 
living and the greatest opportunities in all of 
Africa. And there has been significant progress 
in the dismantling of the apartheid system. 


The U.S. ban on agricultural product 


imports is expected to cause the loss of almost 
450,000 black jobs. The bans on imports of coal, 
iron, steel and textiles will entail the loss of some 
187,000 jobs. 


In his syndicated column of November 13, 


1986, John F. McManus pointed out: 


“The Anti-Apartheid Act contains 
numerous provisions that received little 
attention in spite of being far more indicative 
of fierce hostility toward South Africa. 

“For instance, the Act calls for the U.S. 
government to supply grants to organizations 
in South Africa ‘which promote human rights 
and an end to apartheid.’ In the past such funds 
have been used to defend Communist-backed 
terrorists who were killing fellow blacks....And 
there is strong support for UN Resolution 435 
which would place the Soviet-backed SWAPO 
organization in power in Namibia.” 
Amendments added to the Act forbid the 
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U.S. military to cooperate with South African 
armed forces in any future endeavors, including 
any opposition to Soviet or Soviet-backed 
adventurism. Amendments also contain a 
request to all UN member nations to adopt 
similar sanctions, and a requirement that the 
President pressure Western allies to impose 
similar punitive measures. 

The Act also calls for the release of all 
“political prisoners,” mentioning admitted 
terrorist Nelson Mandela by name. It 
specifically demands the “unbanning” by the 
South Africa government of the African 
National Congress (ANC) and the Pan African 
Congress, two groups which have previously 
been shown to be under Communist control by 
a subcommittee of the U.S. Senate. 

In his remarks on the Senate floor 
opposing the sanctions bill, Senator Jesse 
Helms (R-N.C.) told his colleagues that the 
measure “isnot about segregation, or apartheid. 
It is about power. It is not about the sharing of 
power, it is about the transfer of power...to a 
small minority elite. That elite is the Communist 
Party of South Africa..” Senator Helms 
summed up by bluntly declaring that the 
measure “is a bill for Communist rule.” 

Columnist Ross Mackenzie, writing in the 
Richmond (Va.) News Leader asked several 
pertinent questions: 

“Why will sanctions work regarding 

South Africa when we are constantly told that 

— regarding, especially, the Communist bloc 

— sanctions never work? 

“Why is it helpful to maintain our 
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dialogue with Communist countries but 
unhelpful to maintain it with South Africa? 
“Why should we cut off trade with South 
Africa but expand it with the Soviet bloc?” 
There is, of course, only one answer to all 
such questions: Because that’s the way the CFR 
conspirators, who occupy the policy-making 
positions in our government, planned it! 


The Communist Ties of the African 
National Congress 


In early 1987, Foreign Affairs, the journal 
of the Council on Foreign Relations, carried an 
article by Thomas G. Karis, professor emeritus 
of City University of New York. Karis spends 21 
pages trying to tell readers that the African 
National Congress is not dominated by 
Communists. The facts clearly speak otherwise. 

On June 18, 1986, Congressman Dan 
Burton (R.-Ind.) inserted in the Congressional 
Record the names of 19 ANC leaders who were 
members of the South African Communist 
Party (SACP), and he added that “we believe as 
many as 25 of the 30 are Communists.” 

South African Communist Party 
chairman Joe Slovo, a colonel in the Soviet 
KGB, serves on the ANC's Executive 
Committee. The cover of the Fourth Quarter 
1986 edition of The African Communist, 
identified on its cover as “Journal of the South 
African Communist Party,” contains the slogan 
“ANC-SACP Unity is Unbreakable!” 

ANC leader Oliver Tambo who on January 
28, 1987, was welcomed by U.S. Secretary of 
State George Shultz at the State Department, 
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stated on July 30, 1986: “The ANC and the SA 
Communist Party have common objectives....” 
Tambo was feted in Communist Cuba by Fidel 
Castro in March 1986, and in Moscow by 
Mikhail Gorbachev in November 1986. 

Oliver Tambo, broadcast a message to his 
fellow revolutionaries in South Africa on July 
23, 1985, from his headquarters in Lusaka, 
Zambia, in which he stated: 

“We have to make apartheid unworkable 
and our country ungovernable. The 
accomplishment of these tasks will create the 
situation for us to overthrow the apartheid 
regime and for power to pass into the hands of 
the people as a whole....In struggle, we must 
make it impossible for our enemy to govern.” 


In January 1986, Tambo said: “I am 
absolutely certain many civilians will be caught 
in the crossfire... The charge we give Umkhonto 
We Sizwe [the ANC’s military arm, Sword of 
the Nation] and to the masses of our people is 
attack, advance, let the whole country 
experience this. We are saying South Africa 
must bleed and die.” 

Chester Crocker, is the Assistant Secretary 
of State for African Affairs. In June 1986, 
Crocker on the Brinkley TV show described the 
ANC as a “coalition of different elements. It has 
within it, without any question, a significant 
number of people who are also members of the 
South African Communist Party.” 

So how should we reveal our displeasure 
with this violent, pro-Soviet group eager to 
topple the reformist rulers of South Africa? 
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Crocker’s alarming answer: pressure the South 
Africans to negotiate sharing power with the 
ANC. Crocker argued that “what we’re seeking 
to support is a process of negotiations between 
black and white that produces a new political 
system.” (It should be noted that Crocker is a 
member of the CFR.) 

That “new political system” will, of course, 
be a Soviet-controlled government in South 
Africa. 

After a visit to ANC headquarters in 
Lusaka, Zambia, author Donald Morris, an 
Africa specialist, noted that “There is a 
considerable amount of speculation about the 
extent of Communist influence in the ANC’s 
National Executive Committee (NEC); there 
shouldn’t be. Communist control is firm.” 

Allan C. Brownfeld, in the January 17, 
1987, issue of Human Events revealed the 
following: 

“In November 1984, at only the second 
full meeting of the ANC’s NEC in history — 
held near Lusaka — Lithuanian-born Joe 
Slovo, the white chairman of the South 
African Communist Party (SACP), won 
autonomy for himself and the ANC’S military 
wing, Umkhonto We Sizwe, from Tambo and 
other ANC leaders. Thus, Slovo does not take 
orders from Tambo — or even report what he 
is doing. The ANC’s campaign of terror and 
violence is not led by a black nationalist, but by 
a white Communist.” 

According to Donald Morris: “Slovo...is 
the KGB’s chosen conduit for the funding, 
arming, training and deployment of Umkhonto 
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and consequently for the brunt of the ANC 
operations in South Africa.” 

Morris then went on to say that when the 
Soviets through Slovo gained control of the 
Umkhonto We Sizwe, the war to bring down the 
South African economic structure — and with it 
the government — began. The strategy was 
simple. Externally marshal world support to 
implement a total trade embargo and isolate 
South Africa. Internally, destroy the black 
control mechanisms in the townships. 

The African National Congress’ National 
Executive Committee, in a May 6, 1985, 
message broadcast to South African blacks in 
English over Radio Freedom from the capital of 
Marxist Ethiopia, blatantly called for the 
murder of blacks cooperating with the South 
African government. 

As monitored by U.S. intelligence services, 
the broadcast, in part, stated: 

“Ambushes must be prepared for 
policemen and soldiers...with the aim of 
capturing weapons from them...Our people 
must begin to identify collaborators and enemy 
agents and deal with them. Those 
collaborators who are serving in the 
community councils must be dealt with. 
Informers, policemen, special branch police, 
and Army personnel living and working 
among our people must be eliminated... 

“Our people must carry out sabotage 
actions against the industries and firms that are 
producing wealth for the racist regime.” 
Hundreds of blacks have been killed by the 

terrorist tactic of “necklacing” — the black 
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revolutionaries’ practice of tying a car tire filled 
with gasoline around the neck of a less militant 
black and setting it on fire dealing 
excruciatingly painful death. 

Michael Armacost, who is Undersecretary 
of State for Political Affairs, has said of the 
Shultz-Tambo meeting on January 28, 1987, 
that it was set up to “facilitate a dialogue 
between the government of South Africa and 
the legitimate voice of the black community.” 
Armacost’s notion of “legitimacy” is very 
strange indeed. What is “legitimate” about 
“necklacing”? Oliver Tambo, both before and 
during his meeting with Shultz, refused to 
repudiate the practice of necklacing by his 
followers. (It should be noted that Michael 
Armacost is a member of the CFR.) 

Here are some statements made by Oliver 
Tambo: 

“It is the Socialist countries — especially 
the Soviet Union — which are giving us, the 
ANC, endless support — materially, 
politically, morally and otherwise.” (Tambo 
over Radio Moscow, 1986) 

“It is now time that we take the arena of 
our battle into the white suburbs...soft-targets 
may get hit in the process...” (Tambo as quoted 
in Foreign Broadcast Information Service, 
November 12, 1985) 

“The African National Congress and the 
South African Communist Party have 
common objectives...the seizure of power. 
(Tambo, November 1986) 

With the atrocities of the ANC in mind and 
its clear goal being to bring Communist- 
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controlled rule to South Africa through 
violence, why was U.S. Secretary Shultz so 
eager to embrace Moscow’s chosen instrument 
for the Soviet conquest of South Africa? 

Because it fits in with the long-range plans 
of the CFR conspirators. 


Soviet Control of South Africa — Another 
Step Toward the “New World Order” 


South Africa is astride the shipping lanes 
for oil tankers carrying crude petroleum from 
the Persian Gulf across the Indian Ocean, 
around the Cape of Good Hope, and into the 
Atlantic. More than one-fifth of all U.S. oil 
imports run by this southern tip of South 
Africa. This route is about 5,000 miles shorter, 
Persian Gulf to New York, than the Panama 
Canal route. 


If the South African government is 
overthrown and the country is taken over by 
Soviet puppets, they could halt this flow of oil to 
the U.S. 

A report issued by the U.S. Senate in 
October 1982 entitled “U.S. Minerals 
Dependence on South Africa, a Report to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations,” stated: 


“The Western industrial world depends 
heavily on South Africa for chrome, 
manganese, vanadium, and platinum. A major 
disruption in the supply of these minerals 
would have a disastrous impact on oil refining 
and the production of a variety of specialty 
steels needed in such industries as aerospace 
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and machine tools.” 

These and other rare metals are essentialto 
the exotic alloys that enable our rockets and jet 
engines to withstand intense heat, strengthen 
our submarine hulls against the enormous 
pressures of the deep oceans, and have many 
other specialized functions in our high 
technology. 


Allan Brownfeld in the January 5, 1985, 
issue of Human Events pointed out that South 
Africa is responsible for the production of 87 
percent of the non-Communist world’s 
platinum, 77 percent of its gold, 48 percent of its 
chrome ore, 36 percent of its asbestos, 32 
percent of its manganese, 32 percent of its 
antimony and 32 percent of its diamonds. 

Brownfeld also revealed that if the Soviets 
were to gain control of South Africa, together 
with their own resources, they would have 
available 80 percent of the world’s gold 
production, 76 percent of its chrome 
production, 90 percent of its production of 
minerals in the platinum group, 80 percent of 
the production of manganese, 80 percent of the 
production of vanadium, and between 40 and 50 
percent of the production of uranium. 

The Soviets know that if America does not 
buy these strategic minerals from South Africa, 
we will have no choice but to buy them from 
Moscow. 

There you have it: If the anti-Communist 
government of South Africa is overthrown by 
Soviet-controlled terrorists, the United States 
will become completely dependent on the Soviet 
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Union for a supply of strategic minerals. 

That, then, is why CFR-member George 
Shultz welcomed Soviet-controlled Oliver 
Tambo at the State Department on January 28, 
1987. And why CFR members in key positions 
in the State Department are making policies 
which can only aid a Soviet take-over of South 
Africa. It’s all part of the CFR plans for an 
ultimate World Superstate which they hope to 
control. 

* X * * E 


While he was in the U.S., Oliver Tambo 
met with top corporate executives in New York 
including Citibank’s John S. Reed and Unisys 
Corporation’s W. Michael Blumenthal, and 
held a conference with Henry Kissinger. Reed, 
Blumenthal and Kissinger are all members of 
the CFR. 
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Chapter XV 


HOW C.F.R. MEMBERS ARE 
DISARMING THE U.S. 


Study No. 7 of the Council on Foreign 
Relations, published on November 25, 1959, 
more than 27 years ago, contained this 
recommendation: 

“Fully explore Soviet proposals for 
complete or partial disarmament. 

“The new international order the U.S. 
should seek to build cannot be dominated by 
an uncontrolled arms race.” 

SALT is an acronym, used to mean both 
the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks and the 
Strategic Arms Limitation Treaty. Strategic 
arms are defined as those missiles and bombers 
capable of striking the United States from the 
Soviet Union or vice versa. 

The first SALT agreement allowed the 
Soviets to catch up to America. SALT II 
allowed them to develop military superiority 
over the U.S. 

The SALT II treaty is so imbalanced 
against the United States and so permissive 
toward the Soviet Union that Democratic 
President Jimmy Carter could not muster 
enough support to win ratification in the then- 
Democratic-dominated Senate. 

But consider this: The Soviet Union that 
favored the treaty violated it on numerous 
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occasions; the United States that didn’t ratify it, 
abided by it. 

Finally, on May 27, 1986, President 
Reagan announced that the U.S. would no 
longer adhere to the treaty. 

But what has been happening to the United 
States since the CFR first proposed 
disarmament in 1959? 

In the mid-1960s, then Defense Secretary 
Robert S. McNamara, a member of the CFR, 
paved the way for arms-control talks, froze the 
United States intercontinental ballistic missile 
level at 1,054 for land-based ICBMs and 656 for 
submarine-based missiles. 

The Soviets immediately began racing 
ahead with strategic weapons research and 
development, modernization, buildup and 
deployment ona scale that left the United States 
far behind. 

Meanwhile U.S. Presidents signed SALT I 
in 1970, the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) 
Treaty in 1972 and SALT II in 1979. 

While the United States stuck to its Mutual 
Assured Destruction (MAD) concept, the 
Soviets ringed Moscow with ABMS, built an air 
defense system of more than 10,000 surface-to- 
air missiles and 1,200 modern interceptor 
aircraft, including jets with anti-cruise-missile 
firepower. 

The Soviets developed and tested a satellite 
killer and added this weapon to their arsenal 
while opposing U.S. research on an ASAT or 
anti-missile defense system. 

By the mid-80s, the Soviets had some 3,000 
nuclear-tipped missiles carrying a total of 8,500 
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warheads and capable of carrying many more 
sufficient to reach U.S. targets. The United 
States had 2,400 land and sub-based missiles 
carrying 7,000 warheads. 

The U.S. main-line bomber force was 30 
years old or older. The strategic force was aging. 
Seventy-five percent was more than 15 years 
old. The disarmament lobby, controlled by the 
CFR, was able to delay at length progress on 
four new weapons systems and completely 
block others. 


According to an editorial in the 
Indianapolis Star of June 16, 1986: 

“By the mid-1980s, the Soviets had a 
modern, numerically superior strategic force. 
Seventy-five percent of its delivery systems 
were at most five or six years old. It was deeply 
engaged in ‘Star Wars’ research, lasers, ‘smart 
bullets’, particle beams, sophisticated radar 
and an array of 30 or more new weapons 
systems. 

“Today the United States has no defense 
at all against nuclear-tipped missiles.” 


(You will recall that Chapters X and XI of 
this book document what firms and individuals 
helped build the Soviet war machine) 

Not only has the United States no missile 
defense, but it also lacks any civil defense — 
except for government officials. The U.S.S.R., 
on the other hand, has an enormous civil 
defense system for its citizens. 

And yet the CFR disarmers persist in 
trying to negotiate our security with the Soviets 
which have deliberately violated 50 of 52 
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international treaties they have signed. 
The AP reported on March 10, 1987: 
“The United States, after consulting with 
five allied nations, is ready to make specific 
proposals to the Soviet Union for verifying a 
proposed treaty on eliminating medium-range 
nuclear missiles from Europe, the State 
Department said....Meanwhile U.S. arms 
control negotiator Max Kampelman said he is 
aiming for an agreement with Moscow on the 
treaty proposal by the end of the year.” 


On March 26, the AP reported: 

“U.S. negotiators offered to drop some of 
their tough verification demands if the Soviets 
agreed to eliminate all their medium-range 
nuclear warheads in Asia as well as Europe, 
chief arms control negotiator Kenneth L. 
Adelman said.” (Emphasis added.) 


Adelman is the director of the U.S. Arms 
Control and Disarmament Agency. Both 
Kampelman and Adelman are members of the 
CFR. 

And so it goes, endless and totally 
meaningless negotiations with the Soviets, 
receiving saturation-point coverage by the 
CFR-controlled mass communications media. 
Any and all such negotiations with the U.S.S.R. 
which can result in any treaty will be a treaty not 
worth the paper it is written on. 

The CFR conspirators are well aware of 
this as they marshal their efforts to use any and 
all means to keep the U.S. missile-defense 
system known as the Strategic Defense 
Initiative from ever being deployed. 
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Chapter XVI 


C.F.R. CONTROL OF OUR 
MILITARY 


As a part of its overall plan for a World 
Government, the Council on Foreign Relations 
has for years recruited generals and admirals to 
its membership. For example, during the past 
years the position of Supreme Allied 
Commander in Europe has been held by a CFR 
member. These include Generals Dwight 
Eisenhower, Matthew B. Ridgeway, Alfred M. 
Gruenther, Lauris Norstad, Lyman L. 
Lemnitzer,, Andrew J. Goodpaster, and 
Alexander M. Haig, Jr. 

In recent years, six of the past seven 
Superintendents of the U.S. Military Academy 
at West Point have been members of the CFR. 
If they were not members before their 
appointment, they became members during 
their first year or two in that position. 

In an article in the October 1977 issue of 
American Opinion magazine, Susan L.M. 
Huck stated: 

“In preparation for higher command, 
each service runs war colleges....The war 
colleges are salted through with CFR flag 
officers teaching international relations rather 
than how to win.” 

Later, in an article in the July-August 1980 
issue of the same magazine, Susan Huck 


Brainwashing the Military 89 


pointed out that when she perused the telephone 
directory of the Department of Defense she not 
only saw the organization structure of the 
department but that CFR members were not 
found in technical and administrative slots, but 
always were found in top command or policy- 
making staff positions. 

In the February 1987 issue of Conservative 
Digest Susan Huck had more to say about the 
Council on Foreign Relations: 


“Did you know that we taxpayers pay this 
bankers’ club to take selected American 
officers and have them hang around the New 
York headquarters of the CFR for a year, 
soaking up ruling-class attitudes? 

“Did you know that any General or 
Admiral who has been anointed by the Council 
will rise like a rocket? Did you know that the 
Council now has a four-in-four chance of the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs being a member, 
since all four service chiefs are members? 


Here’s an example: On July 9, 1985, 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, General 
John W. Vessey decided to retire and was 
replaced by Admiral William J. Crowe, Jr. Both 
are members of the CFR. 

A major article entitled “Planning for 
Defeat” appeared in the August I1, 1986, issue 
of The New American magazine. It was written 
by Brigadier General Andrew J. Gatsis, U.S. 
Army (Ret.). A graduate of West Point, during 
his 36 years as a professional combat 
infantryman, General Gatsis became one of the 
most decorated officers ever to serve in our 
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nation’s Armed Forces. 

The following are extensive excerpts from 
the article by General Andrew J. Gatsis: 

“Though aware of the Communist goal of 
world domination, the average U.S. citizen 
refuses to believe that the Reds are only a 
peripheral enemy and that the realthreat comes 
from a Western power structure made up of 
governmental officials and their non- 
governmental confederates who secretly 
espouse the same objectives as the openly 
avowed Communists. These underhanded 
activists, whom we shall call the Insiders, 
promote One World government through a 
gradual transition from freedom to 
international socialism. 

“This is their hidden agenda for the United 
States. 

(1) Destroy American nationalism. 

(2) Neutralize United States intelligence 
agencies. 

(3) Bankrupt America. 

(4) Promote a sense of guilt and shame 
among the people and urge the relinquishment 
of national sovereignty and the international 
redistribution of America’s wealth as 
atonement for our country’s ‘sins.’ 

(5) Convince the American people that all 
friendly allies who oppose socialism are 
violators of human rights and should be toppled 
in the name of ‘democracy.’ 

(6) Weaken the nation’s defenses and 
disarm the United States.... 

“The attack on the defenses of our nation is 
part of an integral plan for transforming the 
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status ofthe U.S. from an independent republic 
to an interdependent element in a World 
Socialist System.... 

“In the late forties, the stage was set to 
begin brainwashing American military officers 
to ‘think Liberal’ and to promote international 
socialism....Shortly after 1947, the Aır War 
College announced that the traditional relative 
isolation of military officers from domestic and 
international policy matters would be discarded 
and that the basic approach to academic 
solutions in the curriculum would revolve 
around the United Nations and the avoidance of 
traditionalism. The instruction focused 
increasingly on compromise, appeasement, and 
the downgrading of U.S. national intereststo a 
position of secondary importance in relation to 
world affairs. 

“As a student in the Air War College in 
1963-64, I personally experienced the 
transformation in the curriculum. | estimate 
that 90 percent of the guest lecturers (and we 
had one every day) were extremely Liberal and 
embraced the principles of World Government. 
Some of the main ones — Henry Kissinger, 
Zbigniew Brzezinski, Averell Harriman, 
George Ball, Dean Rusk.... [Author’s note: All 
are members of the CFR.] 

“I still remember Dr. Brzezinski’s lecture 
on the subject of WorldCommunism. His main 
theme was the transformation of the role of the 
U.S. from independence to interdependence... 

“President Carter brought Army General 
Andrew Goodpaster, a member of the Council 
on Foreign Relations, out of retirement and 
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made him West Point’s superintendent with the 
express purpose of liberalizing the U.S. Military 
Academy.... 

“The military spirit of the soldier is 
smothered in an atmosphere of pacifism that 
saps his will to fight. When projected openly by 
military authorities, this defeatist philosophy 
psychologically conditions the American 
citizenry to call for unilateral disarmament in 
the name of ‘peace’... 

“It is notable that America never lost a war 
so long as we had a Department of War and has 
never won one since it became the Department 
of Defense. More than just the name of the 
department was changed — there was a 
fundamental change in philosophy as well... 

“One of the greatest deficiencies in our 
defense system is that civilian planners have 
assumed control of our military doctrines, 
strategy, and tactics since World War II. 
Detailed control is in the hands of so-called 
defense intellectuals, who have sabotaged our 
military operations and discredited the 
professionalism of our Armed Forces.... 

“Remember the Cuban Bay of Pigs, the 
Pueblo, and the Marine disaster in Lebanon? 
These operations were controlled by civilians 
from the White House and the State 
Department. The Bay of Pigs operation, 
aborted when U.S. air support was withheld at 
the last minute was a complete disaster... 

“The Vietnam War was the perfect lever for 
continuing the transformation of America’s 
military doctrine into a non-violent one...We 
were forced by our own government to violate 
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all standard military doctrine and to fight the 
war in the most inefficient and costly way 
possible....” [Unquote General Gatsis in his 
lengthy article in The New American 
magazine.] 

General Gatsis concluded his article by 
saying that we should “heed the words of 
Cicero, who once warned Rome just before her 
collapse, ‘Beware of the traitor within the 
gates.” 
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Chapter XVII 


KEEPING THE U.S.A. DEFENSELESS 
IS THEIR GOAL 


What Is SDI? 


In a speech on March 23, 1983, President 
Reagan called for American science to develop 
new ways to defend the nation against nuclear 
attack by destroying Soviet nuclear weapons 
before they come anywhere near the continenta! 
United States. 

Now known as Strategic Defense Initiative 
(SDI), it is a global ballistic-missile defense 
system calling for a non-nuclear triple-layered 
defense, and is completely defensive in nature, 
with no attack capability whatsoever. SDI is 
also known as the “Star Wars” missile defense. 
It is designed to increase the United States’ 
ability to survive and respond to a Soviet first 
strike, and thus act as the strongest possible 
deterrent to nuclear war. SDI does not kill 
indiscriminately. It defends. It would bring the 
world back from a hair-trigger situation. And 
would not depend on the goodwill of the Soviet 
Union and on endless arms-control 
negotiations with the Soviets. 

On June 10, 1984, the U.S. Army fired a 
Minuteman I ICBM from Vandenburg Air 
Force Base near Los Angeles. It was equipped 
with a dummy nuclear warhead. Far away in the 
South Pacific, at Meck Island in the K wajelein 
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Islands, the Army fired a new interceptor 
missile that has the capacity to “see” the target 
by locating its heat against the cold of outer 
space. The interceptor found the target 100 
miles above the Pacific Ocean, and destroyed it. 

In the test the interceptor was fired about 
10 minutes before the incoming warhead, which 
contained no explosive, would have hitthearea. 

“We really tried to hita bullet witha bullet, 
and it worked,” said Amoretta Hoeber, deputy 
assistant secretary of the Army for research and 
development. The test provided the first solid 
proof that a non-nuclear anti-missile system is 
technically feasible. 


Lt. General Daniel O. Graham, a leading 
proponent of the Strategic Defense Initiative, 
wrote in a column on July 9, 1986: 

“The response of the Soviets to our self- 
imposed defenselessness against ballistic 
missiles was to build a huge force of such 
weapons to strike at our undefended 
retaliatory forces. 

“When we dismantled our defenses 
against bombers, the Soviets revived a long- 
dormant strategic bomber program. 

“It is the absence, not the presence, of 
strategic defenses which encourages the 
buildup of offensive systems, especially first- 
strike weapons.” 


Those who oppose defending the U.S. 
against Soviet missiles claim that “SDI would 
be useless because the Soviets would 
‘overwhelm’ it with more offensive missiles.” 
The Phyllis Schlafly Report of January 1987 
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disposed of this argument by stating: 

“In order for the Soviets to build enough 
additional missiles to get through our space 
shield, they would have to beef up their missile 
arsenal to ten times its present size. They would 
have to build an additional 5,000 ICBMs ata 
cost of $5 trillion.” 


Cancel the A.B.M. Treaty! 


The ABM Treaty is the document that 
made Mutual Assured Destruction our official 
policy. MAD is the perverse notion that the 
American people must be absolutely 
undefended against Soviet missile attack. 

The ABM Treaty was written in obscure, 
convoluted language difficult for lawyers and 
diplomats, much less laymen, to understand 
and interpret. It was probably written that way 
on purpose so that the semantic confusion 
would allow the Soviets to go ahead with 
whatever they wanted to build, while the United 
States would be constrained from doing what 
we ought to do for fear that we might be accused 
of violating the letter of the treaty. 

Of course, the Soviets vehemently oppose 
American development of a Strategy based on 
defense — while at the same time they are 
working to perfect their own defensive 
measures. Defensive missiles ring Moscow. 
Hard shelters await the party and military 
leadership so they could continue their direction 
of an offensive war. Hard silos hold offensive 
and defensive missiles. Interceptor aircraft and 
mobile interceptor missiles are in place, as are 
early-warning radars. The Soviet strategy is to 
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make itself invulnerable to a second strike, once 
it has made the first strike. 

According to an article in the November 
26, 1986, issue of the Washington Times the 
Soviet Union has spent $150 billion on its own 
version of the U.S. Strategic Defense Initiative 
over the last decade. That is 15 times what the 
United States has spent in the same period. The 
U.S. will spend $3.5 billion on SDI in fiscal year 
1987. 

Unlike the U.S., which currently is 
virtually defenseless against a nuclear attack, 
the Soviet Union has much of its strategic 
defense structure already deployed — with part 
of it in direct violation of the 1972 ABM Treaty. 

The ABM Treaty bars field testing and 
deployment of defenses against incoming 
missiles. Since the object of SDI is, precisely, 
the deployment of such defenses, the treaty is an 
obvious roadblock. 

In an article in the February 21, 1987, issue 
of Human Events, M. Stanton Evans declared: 

“The straightforward answer to this 
dilemma is to renounce the treaty, as 
explicitly provided for in the document itself 
(on six months’ notice that our ‘supreme 
interests’ are jeopardized by it). 

“The strategic assumptions on which it 
was based — incorporating the notion that 
planned defenselessness is somehow a 
guarantee of peace — have been disproved by 
history, and are directly antithetic to those 
which animate SDI.” 

Common sense dictates that we may have 
either the treaty or SDI, but not both. One or 
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the other has got to give. 

What is needed is to mobilize public 
opinion in behalf of SDI, and against the ABM 
Treaty. Explain to the public just what the 
ABM Treaty is all about; why it hasn’t worked: 
how the Soviets have violated both the spirit 
and the letter of the ABM Treaty by forging 
ahead with homeland defenses of all sorts 
explicitly outlawed by the treaty. 

The Liberals and the CFR conspirators in 
high places in our government have mapped out 
the following campaign to halt the deployment 
of the Strategic Defense Initiative: 

(1) Continueasking for a larger and larger 
“defense” budget in order to give the American 
people the impression that they are being 
“defended.” 

(2) Entangle the whole SDI project in a 
protracted battle of legalisms regarding the 
ABM Treaty, 

(3) Research the SDI to death. 

In connection with the latter, the 
aforementioned Phyllis Schlafly Report stated: 

“Now the anti-SDI agitators have a new 
game plan. They say, ‘We love SDI, but we 
want to research it to death.’ That would make 

SDI just a delectable morsel of pork barrel for 

the scientific community, and for the 

Congressional districts that enjoy the 

expenditure of funds. But that would not give 

America a defensive system. 

Of course these anti-SDlers don’t say 

‘research SDI to death.’ They just say, ‘SDI 

needs at least ten more years of research, so 

meanwhile let’s extend the AMB Treaty of 
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1972.” 

In Washington on March 23, 1987, Senator 
Malcolm Wallop, in a pro-SDI speech, was 
highly critical of the President's “chief 
appointees,” as he termed them. 

According to Senator Wallop: 

“President Reagan, as is his style, handed 
all substantive decisions about anti-missile 
defense to the old bureaucracy, and this hide- 
bound crowd has defined the job so that it 
stands no chance of getting done.” 

Senator Wallop did not say that these 
“chief appointees” and this “hide-bound crowd” 
are members of the Communist- 
accommodating Council on Foreign Relations. 
He should have. 


C.F.R. Opposes Missile Defense of U.S. 


The Strategic Defense Initiative defense 
system is vociferously opposed by a large 
confederation of activists — including groups 
that are anti-defense, pro-unilateral 
disarmament, promoters of World 
Government, out-and-out proponents of 
Marxism, Communist dupes — and the Soviet 
Union. 

And, of course, the Council on Foreign 
Relations. 

The May 7, 1984, issue of Time magazine 
carried an article entitled “The Case Against 
Star Wars Weapons” by Strobe Talbott. 
(Talbott is a member of the CFR.) 

Commenting on the article, William F. 
Jasper in the May 23, 1984, issue of the Review 
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of the News stated: 

“The piece does little more than repeat the 
essentials of William E. Burrow’s anti-defense 
article in the Spring 1984 issue of Foreign 
Affairs, the journal of the Eastern Liberal 
Establishment’s Councilon Foreign Relations, 
which scorns any ballistic-missile defense plan 
as ‘a dangerous hoax,’ ‘cruel,’ and ‘self- 
deceptive.’ 

“A host of strikingly similar articles and 
editorials in the national press seems to 
indicate a near-unanimous consensus among 
Liberals that the very idea of the defending the 
American people against Soviet missiles is a 
wicked one.” 


Deploy the S.D.I. Anti-Missile System 
Now! 


In December 1986, President Reagan met 
with his long-time personal backers. At one 
session then-Senator Paul Laxalt, (R-Nev.) 
noted that when Reagan leaves office, virtually 
six years will have elapsed with nothing to show 
for his SDI program but research. (Laxalt failed 
to note that during that period, the CFR 
masterminds tightened their grip on President 
Reagan.) 

After military briefings and “kitchen 
Cabinet” confabs in California in December, 
the White House leaked word to the Los 
Angeles Times that an SDI deployment was 
being contemplated. An Air Force officer’s 
article in National Review, promoting 
deployment, reportedly was distributed with 
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interest. And Pat Buchanan, then White House 
Communications Director, plugged 
deployment in the Wall Street Journal. 

Secretary of Defense Caspar Weinberger, a 
member ofthe CFR, reacted quickly. Anarticle 
in the Washington Times of January 15, 1987, 
Stated: 


“Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger 
yesterday said the administration currently has 
no plans to begin deploying a shield against 
nuclear missiles... 

“ "Therese nothing going forward because 
we aren’t ready to do that,’ Mr. Weinberger 
said.” 

CFR-member George Shultz also reacted. 
The AP reported on February 11: 


“WASHINGTON — Secretary of State 
George Shultz counseled restraint Wednesday 
in deciding whether to mount the first phase of 
a Star Wars defense against Soviet missiles... 
He stressed the program must meet several 
tests before any of the exotic technology is 
deployed in space.” 
In other words, research the SDI to death 

— but never deploy. 


According to Senator Malcolm Wallop, to 
defer deployment of American defenses for five 
to seven years “would place the United States in 
a no-win position and the Russians in a no-lose 
position.” 


In his aforementioned March 23, 1987, 
speech Senator Malcolm Wallop stated that 
“We have a $300 billion per year military 
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establishment, yet we cannot stop one Soviet re- 
entry vehicle from penetrating our air space.” 

He further pointed out that there are only a 
couple hundred aircraft, many of which are 
aging F-4s and F-106s, dedicated to defending 
all of the United States and Canada. That, 
according to Senator Wallop, “is about as many 
as were available for air defense in Pearl Harbor 
on December 7, 1941.” 


Calling for the establishment of a U.S. 
Defense Force, Senator Wallop told his 
audience: 

“I ask you to take the task of leading the 
country to anti-missile defense away from 
those who presently claim it. 

“I ask you to support a bill that I will 
introduce shortly. It will require this 
government use the means at its disposal to 
build and deploy anti-missile weapons today 
while developing newer ones for tomorrow. 

“The bill will establish a new military 
service, the U.S. Defense Force, alongside the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force, and give it the 
mission which does not now exist to research, 
develop, procure, and operate such anti-missile 
and any defensive weapons as might be useful.” 


In other words, a bill being introduced in 
the U.S. Senate which will take control of the 
defense of the U.S.A. away from the Soviet- 
accommodating CFR policy-makers in our 
defense establishment, and force deployment 
now of the SDI anti-missile defense system 
against Soviet attack. 

Human Events of February 21 pointed out 
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that the firm of Penn & Schoen Associates came 
up with this response from those it surveyed last 
year: 81 percent of the American people favored 
SDI research and development, and 78 percent 
supported deployment. 

So there it is: The CFR vs. the American 
people. 
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Chapter XVIII 


TREASON IS THE REASON 


The CFR conspirators in their drive for a 
World Superstate they hope to control, 
consider themselves “citizens of the world” with 
no loyalty or allegiance to the United States of 
America. 

These are the men, who for at least the past 
three decades have controlled the policy- 
making positions of the U.S. government, 
which policies were all aimed at the ultimate 
goal of destroying the national sovereignty of 
the United States and the individual liberties of 
its citizens as guaranteed by the U.S. 
Constitution. 

The goal of the CFR is to form a “merger” 
with the U.S.S.R. in order to control the world. 
U.S. taxpayers’ dollars are used for a defense 
budget of almost $300 billion yearly. There is 
only one enemy. That is the Soviet Union. 

Therefore, what the CFR conspirators are 
plotting for is a merger of the U.S. with the 
enemy. 

Article 3, Section 3, Clause 1, has this 
definition of treason: 

“Treason against the United States shall 
consist only in levying war against them, or in 
adhering to their enemies, giving them aid and 
comfort...” [Emphasis added.] 

After reading the extensive documention in 
this book, can you reach any other conclusion 
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but that what the CFR conspirators in their plot 
for a World Government, which will destroy the 
national sovereignty of the U.S., are guilty of 
treason as defined by the U.S. Constitution? 

The CFR plotters well know that liberty- 
loving Americans will never knowingly, or 
willingly, accept the yoke of slavery of a World 
Superstate. That is why they designed such a 
devious and convoluted scheme over the years. 

As you read in this book, the first objective 
was to capture the policy-making positions of 
the U.S. government regardless of which 
political party occupied the White House. 

The second objective was to find a way to 
use taxpayers’ dollars to finance their plot, 
which they have done. 

With CFR control of the mass 
communications media, they were able to 
pressure Congress into giving away our legally 
owned Panama Canal to a Marxist government 
in Panama and thus jeopardize U.S. control of 
both our west and east coasts. Also, the CFR 
masterminds were able to pressure Congress 
into sanctions against our former ally, anti- 
Communist South Africa in order to help 
deliver control of the continent of Africa to the 
Soviet Union and deprive the U.S. of vital raw 
materials. 

But one final push was needed in order to 
force the citizens of the United States of 
America to accept World Government. That, of 
course, was terror — terror of a nuclear attack 
by the Soviet Union. 

In order to facilitate this final step, CFR 
conspirators have been building up the war 
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machine of the Soviets while at the same time 
using all means at their disposal to prevent the 
deployment of the Strategic Defense Initiative 
(SDI) whereby the U.S. could defend itself 
against Soviet attack. 

With all these facets of the plot in place, the 
CFR World Government promoters foresee a 
day, in the not too distant future, when the 
U.S.A. rendered totally defenseless, will be 
faced with an ultimatum from the Soviet Union: 
“Surrender or face nuclear annilation.” 

At this moment the CFR traitors will step 
forward, and in an effort to “save America” will 
propose a merger with the Soviet Union and the 
establishment of a World Superstate. 

That’s the way it’s been planned! 

And that is what is in the future for your 
children and grandchildren — unless the 
American people are informed of this 
treasonous, diabolic plot of the CFR. 

To repeat the epigram attributed to Sir 
Arthur Harrington (1561-1610): “Treason doth 
never prosper, what’s the reason? For if it 
prosper, none dare call it treason.” 

This book does, indeed, “dare call it 
treason.” 

And documents it. 


What You Can Do 


The following actions by American citizens 
are urgently needed: 

(1) Demand a public investigation by one 
or more committees of the U.S. House of 
Representatives and the Senate of the U.S.- 
U.S.S.R. Trade and Economic Council, Inc., 
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which is helping to build the Soviet war machine 
in violation of The Trading With The Emeny 
Act. 


(2) Demand a Congressional investigation 
of the anti-America influence on our 
government of the Council on Foreign 
Relations. 

(3) Demand that your Congressman and 
Senators vote for any and all legislation which 
will lead to deployment of the Strategic Defense 
Initiative (SDI). 

If the documented facts in this book alarm 
you, and you wish to help alert others, then here 
are a few suggestions: 

Buy and distribute as many copies of this 
book, as you possibly can. Send or give them to 
your friends and neighbors, members of local 
civic and political clubs and organizations, the 
editor of your local newspaper, radio and TV 
news commentators. Also send copies to your 
Congressman and two Senators and ask them 
where they stand on deployment of SDI to 
defend America. 

Also, feel free to use the documented 
information in this book in letters to the editor 
of your local newspaper, and in radio or TV 
call-in shows, always being sure to give The 
Independent American newspaper as the 
publisher, our address, and the price of $2.95 for 
one copy — thus helping to spread the word. 


This treasonous CFR plot to destroy the 
U.S.A. as a sovereign nation, in order to 
establish a World Superstate, must be exposed! 

Freedom is not free. It costs time, money, 
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and effort. Slavery is free. 

We must turn up the fires of public opinion 
to such a degree that every Congressman will 
have to take a stand for or against the anti- 
America policies of the CFR. As the late 
Senator Everett Dirkson once observed: “When 
I feel the heat, I see the light.” 

And as Senator Jesse Helms has said: 

“We are at war for survival. We must do 
whatever it takes to save the country. There is 
no hope if we don’t try.” 

It is late. But not too late. 

Will you help? 

Order coupon, together with large 
discounts available for quantity purchases of 
this book, will be found on the last page. 
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Other Publications Reflecting 
The Conservative Viewpoint 


Following are listed the publications of 
The Independent American newspaper, of 
which Phoebe Courtney, the author of this 
book, is Managing Editor: 

e The Independent American newspaper 
can be considered the “Reader's Digest of 
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documented information on specific 
subjects of national concern and issues 
coming before Congress for a vote. A list of 
available TAX FAX pamphlets will be sent 
free of charge upon request. 

If you are interested, a sample 
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brochures, including a copy of the latest 
Independent American newspaper, will be 
sent to you without obligation. Just write 
saying you read Why Not Calllt Treason? and 
give your name and address, including zip 
code. 

Send your request to: 
THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN 
P.O. Box 636, Littleton, CO 80160 
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DO YOU KNOW - - - 


@ Why the CFR is promoting the turnover of anti- 
Communist South Africa to Soviet- Cone 
black terrorists? 


How the CFR’s “Big Business” members 
helped build the Soviet war machine? 


Are the “Big Business” members of the U.S.- 
U.S.S.R. Trade and Economic Council guilty of 
treason? 


How America’s military leaders are being 
brainwashed? 


How the CFR’s members in key positions in 
our government are now preventing the U.S.A. ` 
from defending itself against Soviet missile 
attack? 


How under the CFR’s World Governmen 
your freedom and the freedom of your chi 
and grandchildren will be destroyed? 


THE ANSWERS ARE IN THIS BO 


(Membership list of the Counc 
on Foreign Relations is included.) 


